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THE 


LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Ltp. 
HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 


Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
The ‘* CLIMAX”? POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 











Policies are also issued indemnifying a in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the ployers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R, KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


COUNTY FIRE OFFICE. 


FOUNDED 1807. 


50, REGENT ST., W., anp 14, CORNHILL, E.C., LONDON. 

THE PREMIUM INCOME of this Office is derived from Home Business only, no 
a risks a | undertaken. . 

THE RETU SYSTEM of the County Fire Orrice offers an gets advantage 
on Ordinary Insurances to Policyholders who continue insured in the ice. 

FORMS OF PROPOSAL and full particulars as to Rares and the Apvanraaes offered 
by the “ County ” may be obtained upon application. 

B. E, RATLIFFE, Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


X In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of X 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LO8S OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on applicatiorto 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

















ESTABLISHED 183». 





FUNDS - - - . - £ 4,400,000 
INCOME - - + =-= + £600,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 16,000,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wirnovur Prorrrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





; Age | Premium 


Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
20 | £17 8%, 


30 | £116%,| 40 | £2 10%, 














£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 











Duration | 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. 
| Amount of Policy | £1,199 $1,438 $1,724 £2,067 
Full information on application to 
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Current Topics. 
The Land Registry’s New Scheme. 


Rererrine to Mr. Perxrs’ letter, and our observations on this 
subject in our issue of last week, we hear that a practical 
step is likely to be taken in the direction indicated by the letter 
by the convening of a meeting of the profession in the provinces 
for the purpose of taking the matter into consideration. 


The New Solicitor Knight. 


THe ust of birthday honours adds to the solicitors who have 
received the honour of knighthood the name of Mr. RicHarp 
Metvitt Beacuorort, of the firm of Beachcroft, Thompson, 
Hay, & Ledward, of 9 and 10, Theobalds Road. Mr. Bracu- 
CROFT was admitted in 1868, has been deputy chairman and 
vice-chairman of the London ape, | Council, and is the first 
chairman of the Metropolitan Water 


The Companies (WIinding-up) Act, 1890. 

Taz Boarp of Trade, with the concurrence of the Treasury, 
have assigned the matters arising in the execution by the Board 
of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, to a new depart- 
ment of the Board to be called the Companies Department, 
and have a yay Mr. Gzorcz Srapytron Barnzs to be 
Comptroller of the Companies Department. The duties of the 
comptroller will include the general direction, under the control 
of the Board of Trade, of the said department as regards the 
said matters so assigned to it, and he will also act, under the 
same contral, for the Board of Trade in regard to the duties and 
powers imposed or conferred on the said Board by the Companies 
Acts, 1862 to 1900, and by the Newspaper Libel and istra- 
tion Act, 1881, and also in relation to matters conn with 
charters and chartered companies. The official receivers through- 
out the country are to report to and correspond with the Comp- 
troller of the Companies Department in regard to all matters 
relating to the winding-up of companies. 
Amendment of the Companies Acts. 
Ture 1s talk of a further addition to the Companies Acts. 
The annual report of the Board of Trade, under section 29 of 
the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, shews that the rela- 
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issued without any prospectus has gone on steadily, with the 
‘result that, where a prospectus is not issued, the pro- 
visions of section 6 of the Companies Act, 1900 (7.¢., the 
restrictions on the commencement of business and the exercise of 
borrowing powers), are avoided, and no disclosure is made by the 
promoters of the material facts which the Legislature has deemed 
necessary for the guidance and protection of investors. It is 
stated that the Board have caused a Bill to be drafted dealing 
with this subject. The report of the Senior Official Receiver in 
the Liquidation of Companies for 1903 also calls attention to the 
ractice of registering companies at places other than the 
mdon Registry, especially Guernsey, owing to the desire of 
the promoters to avoid the provisions of the Act of 1900 so far 
as it deals with the liability of directors and requires a disclo- 
sure of material facts in the prospectus. Such companies are 
registered without the safeguards and protection which are 
rovided for companies which are registered in England. We 
some no wish to say a word in extenuation of the evils referred 
to in these reports, but several of the highest authorities in 
mercantile matters are of opinion that there is some risk that, 
by multiplying the restrictions upon the registration of com- 
panies, we may transfer business from this country to foreign 
states. We believe that this opinion was shared by the late 
Lord Herscugtt, who was particularly well qualified to appre- 
ciate the effect upon commerce of hasty legislation. 


The Winding-up Report. 


Tue Companies (Winding-up) Report for 1903, which has 
just been issued, shews a remarkable falling off in the number 
of companies registered and in the total amount of nominal 
capital as compared with previous years. In 1899 there were 
4,528 companies registered with a total nominal capital of nearly 
230 million pounds. Last year only 3,692 were registered, and 
the nominal capital was about 115 millions. Thus the nominal 
capital has come down in the five years by one-half. It 
may be inferred that the company promoter has fallen on evil 
days. Mr. G.S. Barnes, who has succeeded Mr. Jonn Situ, 
C.B., as the compiler of the report, pursues the policy of 
his predecessor in calling attention to defects in the law. The 
registration of debentures is only operative, he observes, in the 
case of debentures issued since 1900, and persons intending to 
give credit to the company cannot gain protection in other cases 
by searching under section 14 of the Act of 1900; though Mr. 
Barwzs omits to mention that earlier debentures must be dis- 
closed, by virtue of section 19, in the annual summary under 
section 26 of the Companies Act, 1862. He quotes an amusing 
instance of how the promoters of one company took advantage 
of the underwriting facilities allowed by section 8 of the Act of 
1900 to issue shares at a discount. They adopted the simple 
expedient of offering to each subscriber of a 5s. share a 
“ commission ” of 3s. per share which was forthwith credited to 
him, leaving only 2s. payable in cash. ‘‘The affairs of the 
the company are in the hands of an unofficial liquidator, who is 

i what steps should be taken to ascertain whether 
there is an outstanding liability or not on the shareholders.’’ 
Mr. Barnes finds fault also with the preference allowed to 
execution creditors under an incomplete execution in winding 
up as compared with their equality with other creditors in 

. There seems no reason why different principles 
should prevail in these two classes of insolvency. 


The Rule Committee. 

We «zz glad to notice that efforts are being made to secure 
the change in the constitution of the Rule Committee which was 
advocated by Mr. A. S. Maruzx in his paper read last year at 
the Liverpool meeting of the Law Society, and which was 


eee pated by Mr. Rawzz in his presidential address at 
Pp The constitution of the committee, which had 
previously consisted of judges only, was extended by the Judica- 
ony Sages to the inclusion of the President of the Law 

i e time being, as well as of two ms (one of 
whom must be a ttising barrister) a schitel: by the Lord 
Chancellor. But this provision, while valuable as a recognition 
that solicitors are entitled to be represented on the committee, 
does not give effect to this principle in the most useful way. The 
president of the Law Society may or may not be a practitioner 








intimately acquainted with procedure, but in any case his term 
of service on the Rule Committee is too short to secure the 
full advantage of his presence. It is proposed that the 
president should be relieved of this duty, and that his place 
should be taken by a member of the Law Society to be 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor for a fixed period on the 
nomination of the Council of the society. At the same time 
it is proposed that the representation of solicitors on the com- 
mittee should be extended by the inclusion of a solicitor 
practising in the provinces, who would be the special mouthpiece 
of the provincial law societies. It is pointed out, in a memo- 
randum which has been prepared on behalf of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies, and also in the letter of Mr. Marner 
to the Zimes of the 3rd inst., that points often arise with regard 
to district registries and other matters connected with litigation 
in the provinces which do not appeal to London solicitors in the 
same way as to those in the provinces, and having regard to the 
modern tendency to decentralize, and to the large volume of 
business transacted in the district registries, it is considered to 
be not unreasonable that there should also be on the Rule 
Committee some solicitor familiar with the practice of the district 
registries. Both proposals are aimed at increasing the efficieocy 
of the Rule Committe, and it should not be difficult to carry them 
into effect next session by a short amending Judicature Act. 


The Courts and Arbitration Agreements. 


Firry years have passed since section 11 of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854 (now replaced by section 4 of the Arbitra- 
tion Act, 1889), became law. This section enacts that where the 
parties to an instrument in writing have agreed that any existing 
or future differences between them shall be referred to arbitra- 
tion, and one of the parties shall, nevertheless, commence an 
action against the other in respect of the matters agreed to be 
referred, it shall be lawful for the court, or a judge, upon being 
satisfied that no sufficient reason exists why such matters could 
not, or ought not, to be referred to arbitration according to the 
agreement, to make an order staying the proceedings in the 
action. The law at the date of this enactment was that no 
agreement of parties could oust the courts of law of their 
jurisdiction. This law appears to have been founded on arbitrary 
decisions of the courts, and no satisfactory explanation has ever 
been given why two persons who may wish to avoid litigation, 
and to agree that any future differences which may arise between 
them shall be referred to arbitration, are not competent to bind 
themselves by such an agreement. It has been said that it is 
a legal incident to every contract that the parties shall have a 
right to resort to a court of law for the settlement of their 
disputes, and that an agreement to the contrary is void as being 
repugnant to the rest of the contract. It has also been said that 
such an agreement is against the liberty of the law, -which 
secures to every one the right of submitting to the courts of the 
realm any matters in respect of which he claims redress. This 
reasoning would, at the present day, be considered artificial, but 
the law being that where an agreement had been made to refer 
future 5 fae to arbitration, this agreement was no defence to 
an action by one of the parties, the Legislature was unwilling to 
make a complete change in the procedure, and gave the courts a 
power in their discretion to stay the action if there were “‘ no 
sufficient reason” against their doing so. Innumerable applica- 
tions have been made under this enactment, and continue to be 
made to the present day, and it is difficult to forecast with any- 
thing like certainty what will be the result of any such applica- 
tion, for much will depend upon the experience or sympathies of 
the particular judge before whom it is made. The tendency of 
late years has been to accede to such applications, and now that 
either party to a reference in writing can, if necessary, require 
the arbitrator, where a question of law arises, to state a case for 
the opinion of the court, we see little advantage in allowing a 
judge to retain the power of superseding the agreement of the 
parties, and, after a hasty inquiry, allowing an action to go 
on which has been brought in violation of this agreement. 
Inclosure Act Clauses. 

Is rus cas of Bishop Auckland Industrial Co-operative Society 


v. Butterknowle Colliery Co. (reported at considerable length 
in 1904, 2 Oh, 419) the question for decision was whether, 


‘upon the construction of the clauses in an Inclosure Act 
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authorizing the lord of the manor to search for, work, 
and carry away coal and minerals without — or 
paying any satisfaction for so doing, the defendants 
were entitled to let down and destroy the plaintiffs’ lands. 
There was a compensation clause in the Act providing that any 
damage done by the exercise of the powers reserved to the lord 
should be paid for by an assessment upon the occupiers of the 
other allotments. Frequent reference is made in the judgment 
of FarweEtt, J., and in the judgment of the Court of Appeal, to 
the observations of Lord Davey in New Sharlston Collieries v. Earl 
of Westmoreland (reported in a note to the case), where he says 
that he does not accede to the argument that the existence of a 
covenant for payment of compensation for letting down the surface 
is in any way inconsistent with the common law obligation to leave 
support for the surface. His lordship says: ‘It does not seem 
to me to give a licence to do the injury if you say that a person 
shall pay compensation if he does it.” It is rather strange that 
in discussing this opinion of Lord Davey no reference was made 
to the case of Legh v. Lillie (6 H. & N. 165), where it was held 
that a covenant by a lessee not to carry away from the demised 
premises any hay or straw made on the premises under the 
increased rent of £10 for every ton so carried away gave the 
lessee the right to carry away the hay on payment of the 
increased rent. The court said that it was a pure question of 
construction ; that there may be a covenant not to doa thing, with 
liquidated damages to be paid in consequence of it, or there may 
be a covenant that a thing may be done on a certain payment, 
which is another case ; that there might be an absolute covenant 
not to remove the straw, and, further, that if it were removed the 
lessee would pay the prescribed amount by way of damage. In 
such a case there might be a breach of both covenants. These 
observations seem to have anticipated those made many years 
ago by Lord Davey in the House of Lords. 


Avoiding the Land Registry. 


Ir 1s now generally recognized—in particular since the judg- 
ment of Cozens-Harpy, L.J., in Capital and Counties Bank v. 
Rhodes (51 W. R. 470; 1903, 1 Ch. 631)—that the fact that land 
has once been compulsorily entered on the register does not 
necessarily imply that on all subsequent dealings the parties 
must have the inconvenience and expense of recourse to the 
registry, and a correspondent, ‘ X.,” whose letter we printed last 
week (ante, p. 12) gives an interesting example of how it has 
been found possible, in the course of developing a building estate, 
with a subsequent settlement of the ground-rents created on the 
estate, to avoid any entry on the register save upon the 
initial conveyance of the land. The conveyance was taken by 
our correspondent’s client, A., who was to os the purchaser of 
the ground-rents and who was also to finance the builder. In 
effect, he was thus the purchaser of the land, and the builder’s 
interest consisted in the leases which were to be subsequently 
granted. We gather that the right to these leases formed the 
subject of a mortgage by the builder to A. which there was no 
necessity to place on the register, and this part of the transaction 
appears to have been closed when the houses were erected and 
the leases granted. Our correspondent’s letter we read at first 
as implying that the leases also were granted without recourse 
to the registry, but this can hardly have been the case, as the 
leases would be for terms exceeding forty years, and so would 
require registration. The registration of the leases, however, 
would not fall upon the lessor, and if the builder promptly sold 
the houses, neither he nor the registered proprietor of the free- 
hold would be troubled with the registry after the first registra-. 
tion. And the subsequent settlement of the und-rents, as 
explained by our correspondent, of course invcloes no visit to 
the registry so long as the settlor is himself the registered pro- 
prietor and can protect his own settlement. The legal estate 
will, under the settlement, pass to the trustees, and they only 
require to be satisfied that no transfer shall be made on the 
register which will create a statutory title. What will 
a when A. is no longer able to protect his own 
settlement, is a question which he and his lawyer are 
content to leave to the future, and it is possible that, 
if no change is made on the register, his name may remain a 
sufficient protection, At the same time, a continued neglect of 


the register leaves the way open to fraud, and involves a risk 


which trustees at any rate, even though they may have the legal 
estate, could not be advised to undertake. , 


Contraband of War. 


A very interesting statement as to the present position of the 
question of contraband in relation to the war between Russia 
and Japan has been addressed by the Foreign Secretary to the 
London Chamber of Commerce. The admission of the doctrine 
of conditional contraband is unsatisfactory in the sense that it 
imports an element of uncertainty into the case of any neutral 
ship carrying cargo of this nature which is eaptured by a 
belligerent. But it is only making the matter worse for 
neutral commerce if the uncertainty is got rid of, as the 
Russian Government in the early stages of fhe war pro to 
do, by an enormous extension of the list of articles which are 
absolute contraband. Hence the declaration made in the 
Imperial Order of the 28th of February last, and subsequently, 
that provisions, including rice, and also coal and raw cotton, 
were absolute contraband, was met by prompt protest on the part of 
the British Government, and the protest was supported by the fact 
that at the West African Conference held at Berlin in1884 Russia 
refused categorically to assent to any convention or declaration 
which would imply the recognition of coal as contraband of war. 
On the same lines the British Government have now urged that 
ordinary trade between this country and Japan cannot be allowed 
to be imperilled by treating provisions and cotton as absolute 
contraband. These, as well as coal, only assume the character of 
contraband when clearly intended for use by the military 
or naval forces of the enemy; they are not contraband 
when they are consigned for ordinary commercial ~~ 
poses to private traders in the enemy’s country. t is 
satisfactory that Lord Lanspowne is able to report that the 
Russian Government has met the representations of the British 
and United States Governments on these matters in a conciliatory 
manner, and they have conceded that rice and provisions are to 
be treated as conditional contraband only, and, we gather, that 
the onus of proof will lie on the captor. Lord Lanspowys does 
not mention coal and cotton in this connection, so it is to 
be assumed that as to these articles the Russian Govern- 
ment have maintained their ground. We are not clear whether 
the declaration made by the British Government, that they would 
not recognize the decisions of any prize court which refused to 
admit the doctrine of conditional contraband, applied only to pro- 
visions, or also to cotton and coal. If to provisions only, then 
this declaration has spent its force. But whether or no our 
Government have gone to the same length in regard to coal 
and cotton, there is no reason why attempts should not 
still be made to further diminish the attacks of the Russians 
upon neutral commerce. If the doctrine of contraband can be 
effectually checked now, it will serve as a useful precedent on 
the next occasion of war, whether the belligerents include ourselves 
or not. In these matters it is the interests of neutrals which are 
entitled to che chief consideration without regard to nationality. 


Municipal Extravagance. 


‘TE LARGE increase in the expenditure of municipal corpora- 
tions and other local authorities, and in the loans contracted to 
meet this expenditure, has been the subject of much discussion 
in the newspapers. It is not our province to make any observa- 
tion upon the necessity for this expenditure or upon the means 
which have been suggested for curtailing it; but we cannot but 
think that some benefit would be deri from a consolidation 
of the statute law from which the power of these public bodies 
to borrow money for different — is derived. It is un- 
necessary to consider the powers of borrowing money possessed 
by local authorities before the passing of the enactments relating 
to municipal corporations in England and Wales. It is clear 
that a municipal corporation is now a corporation with ial 
wers, and is not authorized to place the burden of a p tame 
or interest upon borrowed money on the ratepayers unless that 
authority is conferred by the Legislature in express terms. The 
existing powers of raising loans on the credit of the rates are 
the result of numerous applications to the Legislature, and are 
contained in a number of statutes—amongst others, the Tram- 





ways Act, 1870; the Public Health Act, 1875; the Electric 
Lighting Act, 1882; the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
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1890 ; the Public Libraries Act, 1892; and the Education Act, 
1902. The power conferred by these statutes is wholly incon- 
sistent with the common law doctrine that a rate to discharge 
past liabilities is bad, and it seems only reasonable that when 
the Legislature is asked to extend this power to other objects, 
they should be able to appreciate without searching through a 
number of intricate Acts of Parliament the nature and character 
of the different burthens which may be placed upon the rate- 


payers. 


Delivery Up of Deserters from a Foreign Army. 

WE reap that at the police-court at Woolwich two young 
Frenchmen were charged with being found wandering without 
visible means of subsistence in Eltham. It was proved that they 
wore the uniform of the French army, and had told a police 
constable, through an interpreter, that they had deserted from 
the French army, and had crossed the Channel with the intention 
of tramping to London. The magistrate appears to have told the 
police to communicate with the French Consul, with a view to 
their being sent back to France, and to have remanded them 
accordingly. We have some difficulty in seeing that the Consul, 
without the consent of the prisoners, would have any jurisdic- 
tion to send them back to France. Many English soldiers from 
the garrison of Jamaica have made their way to the sea and 
escaped to the United States, but we have never heard of any 
steps being taken to send them back. It is laid down in 
Wheaton’s International Law that the delivering up by one 
State of deserters from the military or naval service of another 
depends entirely upon mutual comity or upon special compact 
between different nations, but we have been unable to discover 
any treaty for the surrender by this country of deserters from 
foreign military service. 


Agent’s Profits. 

WE wap occasion in a former issue (48 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 
599) to consider the case of Hippisley v. Knee Brothers, decided 
in the Bristol County Court on the 17th of June, in which one 
of the questions was whether the defendants, auctioneers, were 
entitled to retain the discount which they had received from 
a firm of printers on their bill for printing the posters and cata- 
logues connected with the sale, or whether this discount must be 
considered as a profit made by them in the business beyond their 
ordinary remuneration which ought to be for the benefit of their 
employer. We then expressed our dissatisfaction with the 
decision of the county court judge (who gave judgment for the 
defendants), saying that we could not find anything in the case 
to take it out of the general rule as to profits made by an agent 
in the course of his agency without the knowledge of his 
principal. We cannot, therefore, be surprised that the Divisional 
Court, on the 27th of October, reversed the decision of the county 
court judge (ante, p. 15), holding that the plaintiff was entitled 
to recover the sums received by the defendants as discounts on 
the printing and advertising bills. 








Problems of the Restraint of Trade 


Doctrine. 
i. 


Some years ago Mr. Justice Kzxewicu described the state of the 
authorities dealing with the doctrine of restraint of trade as the 
“ embarrassment of wealth.” During the seventeen years which 
have elapsed since the learned judge gave utterance to this 
sentiment, the long list of decisions has been greatly augmented, 
and the House of Lords have endeavoured to reconcile the 
jarring decisions and to lay down the true principles. Never- 
, it is submitted that, at the present day, neither the 
limitations of the doctrine, nor the test of reasonableness have as 
yet been satisfactorily defined. 
This proposition may at first appear to be a startling one, but 
two recent decisions reported this year illustrate the unsettled 
condition of the law. It is, of course, beyond controversy that 


& contract not to carry on a particular trade, whether it be the 
ye ae own trade or not, in the United Kingdom or in some part 
of United Kingdom is in restraint of trade. Being in 








restraint of trade, it is yrimd facie contrary to public policy, and 
therefore void, unless it is reasonable for the protection of the 
parties in dealing legally with some subject-matter of contract. 
So far we are on sure ground. But the following questions at once 
suggest themselves—viz.: (1) Is public policy concerned with 
a restraint of trade outside the United Kingdom? (2) Does 
restraint of trade necessarily mean a restraint affecting the whole 
of some particular business, or does it extend to a restraint as to 
part of a trade—e.g., a particular article sold or manufactured 
in the course of that trade? (8) What is the true test of 
reasonableness, and what are the subject-matters in connection 
with which a contract in restraint of trade may legally be entered 
into? These problems not infrequently arise in practice; yet 
to none of them, it is submitted, do the authorities afford a clear 
solution. It is proposed to deal with these points seriatim. 


(1) In the Maxim-Nordenfelt case (1894, A. C., at p. 550) Lord 
HerscueE 1 said: ‘‘I think that in laying down that a covenant 
in restraint of trade unlimited in regard to space was bad, the 
courts had reference only to this country. They would, in my 
opinion, in the days when the rule was adopted, have scouted 
the notion that if for the protection of the vendees of a business 
in this country it were necessary to obtain a restrictive covenant 
embracing foreign countries, that covenant would be bad.” 
This dictum, it is submitted, does not imply that a restraint em- 
bracing foreign countries is not contrary to public policy, but 
merely amounts to the assertion that such a restraint is not a 
“« general restraint,” é.¢., is not a restraint which in former times 
would have been considered ipso facto bad. The use of the word 
‘‘ necessary ” shews that Lord HzerscHExu intended to apply the 
test of reasonableness to such a restraint ; but if such a restraint 
were not contrary to public policy at all, there would be no 
necessity to consider whether it wasreasonable. The subsequent 
language used by the Lord Chancellor is more ambiguous, for 
he says that the courts “‘ certainly would not have regarded it as 
against public policy to prevent the person whose business has 
been purchased from setting up or assisting rival businesses én 
other countries.” It is, however, apparent that when Lord 
HerscHett indicated that such a restraint was not against public 
policy, he meant not against public policy provided that it was 
reasonable, for he goes on to found his judgment on “ the nature of 
the business and the limited number of customers,” considerations 
which would be irrelevant if the test of reasonableness was 
inapplicable. 

In Underwood v. Barker (1899, 1 Ch. 300) the restraint 
embraced France, Belgium, Holland, and Canada, as well as 
the United Kingdom. The contract was, however, only enforced 
as to the United Kingdom. Lord Linpuey (at p.305) said, “‘ If the 
restraint is unreasonable as to the foreign countries named, which 
I do not think it is, still the agreement as to them is clearly 
severable from that part which relates to this country”; and 
Riesy, LJ., treated the question as to foreign countries as ‘‘ not 
material for present purposes”’ (p. 308). 

The dictum of Lord Hersone.t was cited by the plaintiffs’ 
counsel in Dowden 5 Pook (Limited) v. Pook (1904, 1 K. B. 45, 
at p. 49); but the point was not expressly dealt with by 
the Court of Appeal. The whole ratio decidendi, however, was 
that, the plaintiffs’ business being practically confined to 
England, the restraint extending to the whole world was un- 
reasonable and void (see the judgment of the Master of the 
Rolls, on p. 52). Marnew, L.J., expressly instanced America 
and the colonies or dependencies of the Crown, while Cozens- 
Harpy, L.J., based his judgment on the ground that he could 
see no reason for limiting the operation of the covenant to the 
United Kingdom. This decision, therefore, seems to establish 
that a restraint embracing foreign countries, if not reasonably 
necessary, is contrary to public policy. Nevertheless, in a sub- 
sequent case, which is not yet fully reported» (Lamson Pneumatic 
Tyre Co. v. Phillips, 1904, W. N. 134), the majority of the Court 
of Appeal ae Wit.urams and Romer, L.JJ.) treated the 
point as stillopen whether the court cannot disregard a restric- 
tion beyond the United Kingdom “ on the ground that the policy 
of the English law was not concerned with a restraint outside 
the United Kingdom.”’ On principle, it is difficult to understand 
why, if considerations of public policy are applicable to 4 
restraint affecting a foreigner trading in this country (see 
Rousillon v. Rousilion, 14 Oh. D. 351), they should not apply to 
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a restraint which precludes an Englishman from earning his 
livelihood abroad. It is, therefore, submitted, both on authority 
and on principle, that, notwithstanding the dicta of VauaHan 
Witt1ams and Romer, L.JJ., a restraint embracing foreign 
countries is subject to the same test of reasonableness as a 
restraint affecting the United Kingdom. 
(2) The second point which it is proposed to discuss raises 
the question what is the true meaning of restraint of trade? 
A contract which precludes a man from employing his “ talents, 
industry, or capital in any useful undertaking ” (per Bzsr, C.J., 
in Homer v. Ashford, 3 Bing. 322) is undoubtedly a restraint of 
trade. But do considerations of public policy apply to a contract 
regulating the manner in which a trade is carried on, the name 
or style under which a party is to trade, or precluding the sale 
of a specified commodity? Undoubtedly, in the case of trade 
combinations, any fetter on the liberty of trading (¢.g., the 
persons to be employed, the hours and wages of employees, the 
minimum price at which any commodity is to be sold) 
has been held to be pro tanto a restraint of trade. But, as 
between individuals, it is by no means clear what are the 
limitations of the doctrine. Thus in Vernon v. Hallam (34 Ch. D. 
748) Srrauune, L.J., upheld a contract not to carry on “the 
business of a manufacturer” under the name of Hallam. Now, 
the covenant, being unlimited as to space and not confined to 
any specific kind of manufacture, was clearly unreasonable. 
Consequeatly, the decision necessarily implies that such a 
restraint is not affected by the rule which declares restraint of 
trade to be in violation of public policy. Lord Bowzn would, 
no doubt, have classified such a restraint under the head of 
partial restraints regulating the mode in which a trade is to be 
carried on (see Maxim-Nordenfelt case, 1893, 1 Ch., at p. 657) ; 
but if it is a partial restraint the test of reasonableness applies. 
Again, it may be asked whether a contract between A. and B. 
which restrains B. from dealing in a particular commodity is a 
partial restraint of trade? Of course, if there is a contract 
by A. to purchase B.’s supply of the article in question, no 
question of restraint of trade would arise. A contract conferring 
on A. the exclusive right of purchasing a particular commodity 
from B., or of supplying a particular commodity to B., is not 
within the priociple of restraint of trade at all, provided that 
A. is under an obligation to purchase or supply the commodity, 
as the case may be: see Donnell v. Bennett (22 Ch. D. 835), 
Servais Bouchard vy. Prince’s Hall (20 Times L. R. 574). But, 
assuming that A. is under no obligation to purchase the com- 
modity, can he restrain B. from selling it elsewhere? There is a 
dictum of Lord Hatnertey (when Vice-Chancellor) that ‘‘it has 
never been decided that a person could not be compelled to keep an 
undertaking not to sell or deal in a particular article”: see dins- 
worth v. Bentley (14 W.R. 630). But, although it has been decided 
in America that an agreement not to manufacture a particular 
article is not in restraint of trade (see Gillisy Hall, 2 Brews. (Pa.) 
342), there isno English authority preciselyin point. Probably the 
cases in which authors have been restrained from writing on a 
particular subject may be considered as analogous: ¢f. Morris v. 
Coleman (18 Ves. 437), Ingram v. Stiff (5 Jur. N.8. 947), Stif v. 
Cassell (2 Jur. N.S. 348). It is curious that in the case of 
Dietrichsen v. Cabburn (2 Ph. 52) the question of restraint of 
trade was not even raised. In that case the plaintiff obtained 
the right to purchase the defendant’s oil at a 40 per cent. discount, 
and the defendant agreed not to sell his oil to any other person 
at a larger discount than 25 per cent. The plaintiff agreed to 
pay for the oil supplied to him, and to “‘act as the wholesale 
agent” of the defendant, but there was apparently no contract 
by the plaintiff to purchase the whole or any part of the 
defendant’s supply. The decision in Hldiman v. Carringtons (1901, 
2 Ch. 275) is not really in point. In that case Messrs, Ertan 


submitted that this would have been a restraint of trade. I? a 
contract restraining the sale or manufacture of a particular article 
is not a restraint of trade, this must be on the principle of de 
minimis. ‘The subject of the contract is a very small matter 
indeed to be put forward as being ‘in restraint of trade”: per 
Potioox, 0.B., in Jones v. Lees (26 L. J. Exch., at p. 11). It 
would be easy, by enumerating a sufficient number of particular 
articles, to restrain a man in effect from carrying on his trade 
altogether. . 

In a subsequent article it is proposed to deal with the test of 
reasonableness. 

(To be continued.) 








Some Points on the Licensing 
Act, 1904. 
I 


Ur to this point only existing on-licences have been dealt with. 
It is now proposed to consider how the Act affects the grant of 
new licences. As at present, the licensing justices will have 
absolute discretion as to the refusal of an application for the 
grant of a new on-licence, and there will be no appeal against 
such refusal. If they grant a new licence now, such grant is not 
valid unless it has been confirmed by a standing committee of 
the county justices, called the county licensing committee. This 
necessity for confirmation is retained by the new Act, but the 
power of the committee is transferred to quarter sessions. 

We must first consider what is meant by a new licence. The 
expression is not defined in the Act, but as the Act is to be con- 
strued as one with the Licensing Acts, 1828 to 1902, we find the 
definition in section 32 of the Act of 1874. It is there provided 
that ‘‘ a new licence” shall mean “‘a licence for the sale of any 
intoxicating liquor granted at a general annual licensing 
meeting in respect of premises in respect of which a 
similar licence has not theretofore been granted.” The 
most important word to be noticed here in this defini- 
tion is the word “ similar.” There are many different 
kinds of licences. Therefore, if the holder of one kind of 
licence is granted a licence of a different kind, this will 
be considered a grant of a new licence. For example, if 
the holder of a beerhouse licence applies for, and is granted, a 
full licence in respect of the same premises, this will be a grant 
of a new licence. And, presumably, if the holder of a six-day 
licence obtains a seven-day licence, he will become the holder ofa 
new licence. It will, of course, be a question of very great im- 
portance whether the grant of a licence is a renewal of an exist- 
ing licence or a grant of a new licence; and there is little doubt 
that licensing justices will seldom let an opportunity slip of so 
treating an application for a licence that the granting of it 
shall amount to the grant of a new licence, rather than toa 
renewal. The reason of this is obvious, for henceforth all on- 
licences will fall into one or other of two great classes—those 
granted before and after the 15th of August, 1904, the date of the 
passing of the Act. It is only such licences as were in force at 
the passing of the Act that will have any right to compensation ; 
and to retain the right to compensation they must be re- 
newed from time to time up to the time of being awarded com- 
pensation, by the poory: grant of similar licences. Every 
licence, the grant of which at any time after the passing of the 
Act can be construed as the grant of a new licence, will be 
without the right of compensation and will be subject to the 
wide powers conferred on the justices by the Act. 

Probably a question of some difficulty will arise in connection 
with the removal of licences. If a licence is removed 


sold their embrocation to CarrineTons subject to a condition as! from one house to another, as may be done under section 50 of 
to the price of resale. As was pointed out by Kexewion, J., | the Act of 1872, hasa new licence been granted in respect of the 
Messrs, Eiximan were under no obligation to sell their embro- | second house, or not? Certainly, when removed, the licence is 
cation at all, and it is clearly competent to a man when he is| « jn respect of premises in respect of which a similar licence has 
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is no greater than the rivilege. But if the converse case had must, therefore, be some difference between removing a licence 


arisen—viz,, a contract by Messrs. EvLIMAn not to sell their embro- | from one house to another and 


ting a new licence to a new 


cation to any other person than Carrinerons, without any corres- | house whilst accepting a surrender of an old licence. Where a 
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improvement, the justices often allow the licence to be removed 
to another house. If, in these circumstances, the licence of the 
new house is to be regarded as a renewed licence, the house will 
continue to retain its right to compensation. If, on the other 
hand, the removal destroys the continuity of the licence, these 
rights will be lost, and the holder may be a very heavy loser, 
and will certainly be placed in a very hard position—a position 
in which (it is submitted) Parliament did not intend to place 
him 


Now with regard to the grant of a new licence, section 4 of 
the Act provides that the justices ‘‘ may attach to the grant of 
the licence such conditions, both as to the payments to be made 
and the tenure of the licence and as to any other matters, as they 
think proper in the interests of the public.” These conditions 
may be varied by the confirming authority, but only with the 
consent of the justices granting the licence. It is clear that this 
provision gives the justices a tremendous power, the like of 
which they have never up to now possessed. What sort of 
conditions, then, are the justices likely to impose upon the holder 
of a new licence? The law reports furnish us with some 
examples of attempts to impose conditions which the courts have 
held heretofore to be ultrd vires, but which will be lawful under 
the new law. Thus, in Reg. v. Howman (1898, 1 Q. B. 663) 
justices had granted a licence upon condition that three existing 
ea should be surrendered, and the sum of £1,000 paid 
to be used in reduction of the rates or for some other 
public purpose. The High Court took the view that 
the condition as to the surrender was within the 
justices’ powers, but that the condition as to the pay- 
ment of £1,000 was “ wholly unjustifiable.” But now, under 
the new Act, payments are not only expressly authorized, but 
may almost be considered as necessarily incident to the receipt 
of every new licence. Any conditions, however, which the 
justices ‘‘think proper in the interests of the public” may be 
attached to the grant of a licence. Justices have constantly 
imposed conditions without any statutory authority for years 
past. The only means of enforcing such conditions has been 
their power of refusing the licence next year if a condition is not 
observed. Under the new Act they do not seem to have any 
further means of enforcing conditions attached to the grant of 
an annual licence, but the doubtful legality of the practice 
ceases. Judging then from what has been done in the past, 
no doubt conditions will be made relating to specially early 
hours of closing, to serving travellers on Sundays, to the quality 
of the liquor to be sold, and probably to the relationship 
between licence-holders and brewers in the case of tied houses. 
The payments which can be enforced are, however, by far the 
most important conditions. With regard to these, it is provided 
that “such conditions shall in any case be attached as, having 
regard to proper provision for suitable premises and good 
management, the justices think best adapted for securing to the 
public any monopoly value which is represented by the 
difference between the value which the premises will 
bear, in the opinion of the justices, when licensed, 
and the value of the same premises if they were not 
licensed.” It appears, therefore, that the justices are bound in 
every case to make such conditions as will secure to the public 
this monopoly value. The obvious way of so securing this 
monopoly value is by requiring a sum of money representing 
that value to be paid over, as was attempted in Reg, v. 
Bowman, It is further provided that the amount of any pay- 
ments imposed shall not exceed the amount thus required to 
secure the monopoly value. It seems clear, therefore, that the 
payment of this sum is contemplated by the Legislature as a 
condition to be attached to the grant of every new licence. 
Hotels and restaurants, however, though of much greater value 
licensed than unlicensed, do not by any means derive their 
profits entirely from the sale of intoxicating liquors ; therefore it is 
provided that, in estimating their monopoly value, no increased 
value arising from profits not so derived shall be taken into 
consideration. The basis of valuation is here, in theory, 
defined fairly accurately, but in practice it will be very 


difficult to arrive at this monopoly value. As now, in the case 
of an ordinary grant of a licence, the grant will be only for a 
year, hence the payment will presumably be an annual one. 
After a licence has been in existence for some years, it will 





probably be more easy to arrive at its value; but in the first. 


year it will be very difficult. The present value will be arrived 


at readily, but it is clear that the valuation of the premises as. 


licensed for one year must be very speculative, especially as the 


new licence will probably be saddled with onerous conditions. 


from which its older competitors will be free. 

Licences, however, need not be granted for a year certain 
only, for the Act introduces a form of licence hitherto unknown. 
Under the new system a licence may be granted for a term not 
exceeding seven years. In such case the payment must be 
made, apparently, not annually, but on the granting of the 
licence, and in this case the valuation will be still more 
speculative. This power to grant licences for a term is a very 
remarkable feature of the new Act. At the end of the term the 
licence comes to an end automatically, and cannot be renewed. 
A new term may be granted on fresh payment, and on the same 
or different conditions, but the application is to be treated as an 
application for the grant of a new licence, not for the renewal 
of a licence. On the grant of a licence for a term, conditions, 
apparently, may be attached to the grant providing that the 
licence shall be forfeited in certain events. But without 
prejudice to such conditions for forfeiture, a licence granted for 
a term may be forfeited if the conditions attached to the grant 
are not complied with, This forfeiture is to be enforced by 
order of a court of summary jurisdiction made on complaint. 
Also, if the holder of the licence is convicted of an offence in 
his capacity as a licensed person, the court by whom he is: 
convicted may make an order declaring the licence for a term to. 
be forfeited. During the term it will be unnecessary to apply: 
for a renewal, or to make any application in relation to the 
licence to the annual licensing meeting. 

It will be seen, therefore, that in future licensing justices,, 
with regard to all new licences, will have very wide powers, in 
excess of anything they possess at present. They will be able 
to grant new licences without putting a large sum into the 
pockets of the owner of the premises; they will have power to 
refuse a renewal of such licences for any good cause and with- 
out any compensation to the holder; and they will be able to 
make the granting of a new licence a distinct pecuniary gain to 
the public, and to secure that the brewers, in return for their 
monopoly, shall contribute sums which may go to the relief 
of the rates in a very substantial degree. This wide power 
will no doubt be absolutely free from control by the superior 
courts, so long as it is exercised fairly and judicially. What 
this means is best described in the words of the Lord 
Chancellor in Sharpa v. Wakefield (37 W. R. 137; 1891, A. CO. 
173), and the new Act cannot alter the general principles 
there laid down. The Lord Chancellor said: ‘An extensive 
power is confided to the justices in their capacity as justices to 
be exercised judicially ; and ‘ discretion’ means, when it is said 
that something is to be done within the discretion of the 
authorities, that that something is to be done according to the 
rules of reason and justice, not according to private opinion ; 
according to law and not humour. It is to be not arbitrary, 
vague, and fanciful, but legal and regular. And it must be 
exercised within the limits to which an honest man competent to 
the discharge of his office ought to confine himself.” 


(To be continued.) 








At the Taunton Assizes on Saturday, says the Times reporter, Mr. 
Justice Wills said that there was a personal matter to which he must 
allude, The county had provided, so far as the building was concerned, a 
very handsome set of lodgings, but they were not properly kept, and if the 
committee appointed for that purpose would only look into the matter 
those who came after him tothe lodgings would be far better off. 
Although the complaints might appear somewhat trivial, he would have 


| to mention them ; tor example, the blinds were deficient, and the’ fittings 


to them would not work properly. Again, the bath-room was in a great 
state of dirt, and, though there was a proper hot and cold water service, 
they would not act until the fires had been going for a week. ‘The judge 
of assize was a guest, and would gratefully acknowledge any care taken of 
him, and it must also be remembered that the judge of assize was a repre- 
sentative of his Majesty, to whom a certain amount of attention was 
really due. He had been through every assize town in England and 
Wales with the exception of Oakham, as a judge, and he was astonished 
at the amount of care which was lavished upon judges. He was unwilling 
to make a formal complaint, byt he well knew the hopelessness of merely 





sending & message. 
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and Practice. The Treatise on Oaths, Solicitors’ Charges, and Death 
Duties is Revised by J. Goprrey Hickson, Esq., Solicitor. Sixty- 
first Year of Publication. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


Sweet & Maxwell’s Diary for Lawyers for 1905. Edited by 
Francis A. SrriInGER, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice, 
one of the Editors of The Annual Practice, and J. JOHNSTON, of the 
Central Office. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The Law of Limited Liability Companies in New Zealand, the 
Companies Act, 1903, and the Mining Companies Acts, 1894 to 1902, 
with Explanatory Notes and Forms. By CHARLES Bruce Morison, 
Barrister and Solicitor of the Supreme Court of New Zealand. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


The Dictionary of Legal Quotations ; or, Selected Dicta of English 
Chancellors and Judges from the Earliest Periods to the Present 
Time. Extracted mainly from Reported Decisions and Embracing 
many Epigrams and Quaint Sayings, with Explanatory Notes and 
References. By JAMES WILLIAM NorTON-KYSHE, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

The Law of Innkeepers under the Custon of the Realm of England, 
the Common Law, and the Innkeepers Acts, 1863 and 1878. ByE. A. 
JELF, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, and E. J. B. Hurst, LL.M., Barrister- 
at-Law. Horace Cox. 


The Law Magazine and Review: a Quarterly Review of Juris- 
prudence. Vol. XXV., No. 334; November, 1904, Jordan & Sons 
(Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Covenant in Lease Against Carrying on Trade. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The meaning of the covenant ‘‘not to carry on any noisy, 
noxious, or offensive trade or business, but to use the premises as a 
private dwelling-house only,’”” may not have been judicially settled, 
but it would probably be held to exclude only noisy, noxious, or 
offensive businesses such as a publican’s or a butcher’s, but not such 
quiet and iuoffensive businesses as those of a doctor, lawyer, or 
chiropodist—for these are all consistent with the user of the premises 
as ‘‘a private dwelling-house only,” provided no signs or show-boards 
are put up. 

This should remove the doubts of your correspondent ‘‘ W. H. W.” 

W. R. 


Points to be Noted. 
Company Law. 

Winding up—Adjustment of Cr2ss-liabilities.—Two companies 
were in liquidation. One (the F. Co.) owed the other (the T. Co.) 
a sum of money found due in respect of a misfeasance, but was 
creditor in a larger sum on debentures of the T. Co. It was held, in 
the liquidation of the T. Co., that the liquidator must treat the mis- 
feasance debt as paid, add it to the other assets, and divide the total 
amongst all the creditors, including the F. Co., the dividend to the 
F. Co. being retai:ed until the misfeasance debt was satisfied.—RE 
Lzeps AND HANLEY THEATRES OF VARIETIES (Buckley, J., April 
22) (1904, 2 Ch. 45). 

Execution—Examination of Officer as to Debts Due to Company. 
—Ord. 42, r. 32, enabling a judgment creditor to apply that ‘any 
officer” of a debtor corporation may be orally examined as to the 
debts due to the corporation, is not confined to existing officers, but 
includes persons who have been, but have ceased to be, directors.— 
Sociéth GENfRALE Du Commence, &., v. JoHANN Maria Farina & 
Co. (C.A., March 14) (1904, 1 K. B. 794). 


Debenture Stock— Receipt for Payment—S8tamp Daty.— Where a 
debenture stock deed merely creates a floating charge, and is duly 
stamped, a receipt indorsed thereon for all moneys due, signed by the | 
trustees, does not require any stamp.—FintH & Sons (LiMiTED) v. | 
Istasp Revenve Commissioners (Channell, J., April 19) (1904, 2; 
K. B. 205). | 

Shares Issued at a Discount—Option to Take Pace Value of 
Debeutares Issued at a Discount in Pully-paid Shares.—It is | 
well setti-d that a company may issue debentures at a discount—say, | 
# debenture for £100 for 4 cash payment of £80, It is equally plain | 
that, sooner or later, the company will have to pay up the £100. | 
Perbaps it was not very unreasonable to suppose that the £100 thus | 
made into 4 debt might be wiped off by allotting shares of tne | 
nominal value of £100, which would be to all intents fully-paid 
shares. But where the company by 4 prospectus offered debentures 








at a discount, and at the same time gave each subscriber the option to 
take whenever he liked fully-paid shares for the face value of the 
debentures, it was held (reversing Buckley, J.) that the proposed issue 
was void as affording means of obtaining shares at a discount.— 
Hg . KoFFYFONTEIN Mivzs (Lim1rep) (C.A., May 20) (1904, 
2 Ch. 108). 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


ELLINGER & CO. v. MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE CO. OF NEW YORK. 
No. 1. 3rd Nov. 


InsunaNcE—Lire—Crepiror’s Poticy—Unpertakine Nor to Commir 
Suicipe—Conpirions. 


This was an appeal from the judgment of Bigham, J., on the trial of 
an action without a jury (reported 52 W.R. 366; 1904, 1 K. B. 832), 
The action was brought on a policy of life insurance effected by one 
Firnberg with the defendant company in favour of the plaintiffs, who 
were his creditors. The application for the policy was signed by Firnberg 
on the 23rd of May, 1902. This application purported to be the basis and 
a part of the proposed contract of insurance. It contained a number of 
statements and answers to questions which Firnberg warranted to be 
true. It contained also three clauses beginning with the words ‘‘I 
warrant and agree.’’ The third of these was as follows: ‘‘I warrant and 
agree that I will not commit suicide, whether sane or insane, during the 
period of one year from the date of the said contract.’’ The policy was 
issued to Firnberg on the 24th of May, 1902. It was for five years, and 
it purported to be ‘‘in consideration of the application for this policy, 
which is hereby made a part of this contract.’’ On the 19th of 
February, 1903, Firnberg committed suicide while temporarily insane. 
The plaintiffs’ case was that the undertaking not to commit suicide was 
not a condition the breach of which avoided the policy, but was merely an 
independent agreement the breach of which might give the defendants a 
right of action for damages against Firnberg’s estate. Bigham, J., gave 
judgment for the defendants on the ground that the breach of under- 
taking not to commit suicide rendered the policy void. The plaintiffs 
appealed. 

‘xe Covrt (Cotiiss, M.R., and Srimeume and Maruew, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Couuins, M.R., after referring to the dictum of Lord Blackburn in 
Thomson v. Weems (9 App. Cas., at p. 684), and the judgment of Bowen, L.J.., 
in Barnard v. Feber (1893, 1 Q. B. 340). said that the undertaking not to 
commit suicide was a term of the policy regarding the risk, and was there- 
fore a condition. He agreed with Bigham, J., in thinking it was clear 
that the parties intended that in the event of suicide the defendants should 
not be liable on the policy. Whether the clause as to suicide was called 
a warranty or not, it constituted a limitation of the defendants’ liability. 

Srretine and Matuew, L.JJ., concurred.—Cowunsex, C. A. Russell, K.C., 
and Cababé; Haldane, K.C., and Rowlatt. Soxicrrors, G. Trenam, for 
Addleshaw, Sons, § Co., Manchester ; Freshfields. 

[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


ALCOTT ». MILLAR’S KARRI AND JARRAH FORESTS (LIM.) (IN 
VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION) AND ANOTHER. No. 1. 4th Nov. 


DeraMaTion—TrapeE Linet—Woop Pavinc—Tenper ror Work—Dr1s- 
PARAGEMENT BY Riva Trapinc Company or THE MATERIAL TO BE SUPPLIED 
BY THE PLarntirry—Less ADVANTAGEOUS Prick Osrarnep—Loss—SpreciaL 
DamMaGeE. 

Appeal by the defendant company from a verdict and judgment entered 
for the plaintiff with £250 damages at the trial of the action before 
Grantham, J., and a special jury. The action was brought by the 
plaintiff, a  prsens and contractor, who dealt, among other things, in 
American red gum blocks for paving, to recover from the defendants and 
one Walter L. Green damages for libel. The plaintiff’s case was 
that the defendants were competing with him for the paving of Uxford- 
street under the Marylebone Borough Council, and he said that 
the defendant Green at the instance of the company wrote on the 
14th of May, 1902, to members of the works committee advising them, 
before accepting the plaintiff’s tender, to pay a visit of inspection to 
Piccadilly, Waterloo-place, Haymarket, and Whitehall, the roadways of 
which had been paved with American red gum only from six to eighteen 
months and were then ina rotten condition, and adding that such a visit 
would certainly remove from the minds of the members of the council any 
idea of using such a material as red gum wood for roadways in their 


| district. On appeal the defendants raised the same defence. namely, that 


there was no case which the learned judge should have left to the jury, as 
the statements in the letter were not actionable, as if it was a libel at all, 
it was a libel upon property. That being so, the plaintiff to recover 


| damages must prove—which they submitted he had failed to do—(1) a false 


statement, (2) special damage, and (3) malice. Tie court could not try 
the question whether one man’s goods were better than another. Dis- 

agement of a man’s goods by a rival tradesman was not actionable, since 
n the absence of evidence of malice it did not reflect upon the man per- 
sonally, Without calling on the respondents, 

Corie, M.R., gave judgment, He said the letter, in his opinion, was 
capable of being a libel on the plaintiff in the way of his trade, and there- 
fore the learned judge was right iv allowing the case to go to the jury. 
It was for the jury to say whether plaintiff had proved his case—namely, 
that by reason of the letter having been sent he had been compelled to 
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accept a lower figure than he otherwise would have got for the contract. The 
jury found the plaintiff had proved his case, as there was evidence 
to support that verdict, it must stand, and this appeal failed. 

Srrrtinc and Marruew, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. 
Appeal dismissed with costs.—CounseL, Rufus Isaacs, K.C., and £. 
Morten; Montague Lush, K.C., and Crawford. So.icrtors, J. White § 
Leonard; R. & L. Brown. 

[Reported by Erskine Rei, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 


Re E. V. W. (A PERSON OF UNSOUND MIND). No. 2. 
7th Nov. 


Lunacy—ILiLeciTimacy—Dispostrion or Property ArrerR Drato—Derep 
Executep ny Lunatic Arrer INquISITION—APPLICATION TO Test VALIDITY 
orn PerperuaTEe TESTIMONY. 


This was an appeal from an order of a master in Lunacy, and was 
adjourned into court without being heard by the Lord Justice in chambers. 
The applicant, who was fifty-six years of age, was a lunatic so found by 
inquisition in 1869, and had been under restraint for the greater part of 
her life, being at times violent and always subject to strong delusions, 
though otherwise clear-headed and capable of forming a rational opinion. 
She was possessed of considerabie personal property, and being unmarried 
and of illegitimate birth, she was anxious, in order to prevent the property 
passing to the Crown at her death, to make some disposition which would 
secure it to certain persons who were relations of one or other of her 
parents. With this view she applied, through the committee of her 
estate, for leave to execute a will, and a deed-poll declaring herself a 
trustee of her property as to the income for herself for life, and as to the 
capital after her death for the above mentioned in various shares. 
She also asked leave to bring an action for establishing the validity of 
such deed-poll when exeeuted. The application was several times before 
the master, who finally decided that the applicant had no power to execute 
the deed, and he made no order except as to cés's. The applicant had in 
the meantime, in the absence of any prohibition by the master, executed 
the will and deed, and she now asked that the order might be discharged, 
and that she might be at liberty to bring an action in the Chancery 
Division, by her committee as her next friend, against one or more of the 
other beneficiaries under the deed-poll, for a declaration that the deed was 
valid, or that such other directions might be given as might be proper for 
the institution of proceedings for establishing the validity of the deed, or 
alternatively, for setting it aside. 

Tue Court dismissed the application. 


Vaveuan Wiuams, L.J., said the deed must be treated as absolutely 
void, and consequently no order could be made as asked, nor any order 
having for its object the perpetuation of testimony as*to the applicant’s 
capacity to execute it. In order to judge whether the deed could be recog- 
nized, the court must consider what was the position of the Crown with 
regard to lunatics so found by inquisition. e Act of 1890 had reference 
to these and also to lunatics not so found, but his lordship would only 
deal with the formerclass. By section 120 (a) the committee. under order 
of the judge, could sell any property belonging to the lunatic, and pro- 
perty, by section 341, included both realty oa personalty. It might be 
said generally that the Crown was custodian of the property of lunatics, 
and that the property only passed from the control of a lunatic to that of 
the Crown in order that the former might have the protection which was 
his due. The question whether the deed of a lunatic was void was not to 
be disposed of by saying that the property of the lunatic had passed to the 
Crown. A sufficient answer was to be found in the control always 
possessed by the Crown by virtue of its prerogative, though not always so 
well defined as it now was by statute. The moment one saw that the 
committee, as representing the Crown, had rights such as those given by 
section 120, it became plain that they could not be effectively exercised 
by the Crown for the benefit of the lunatic if someone else was to have 
control during the same period, for a conflict of control would arise, 
inconsistent with the due exercise, by the committee, of the Crown’s 
rights delegated to him. It was asked why, if a lunatic could 
make a will, which could be proved if the court was satisfied he was 
of testamentary capacity and understood what he was doing—and no 
doubt this was the law—why could he not execute a deed which, on the 
face of it, was only to take effect after his death and to create reversionary 
interests—as in the present case? There did seem some inconsistency at 
first sight, but the answer was that under a will the beneficiaries did not 
acquire an immediate interest either in possession or reversion, and would 
have no /ocus standi until the death of the testator, whereas under such a 
deed as this the beneficiaries could come forward whenever orders were 
being made in respect of the lunatic’s property, and so a conflict of 
control would arise—and this would be the case even if, as was suggested, 
the deed was made in such a form as to make the rights of the bene- 
ficiaries expressly subject to those of the Crown. Therefore the argument 
based on the lunatic’s power to make a will did not lead to the conclusion 
that she ought also to have the power to deal with her property by deed. 
But it was said that, however inconsistent with the powers and duties 
which the Crown had always exercised in respect to a lunatic’s property— 
powers and duties recognized by the Act of 1890—the court ought to 
revognuize such a deed because there were authorities supporting that view. 
Without going through them at length he ‘would only say that Beverley's 
case (4 Rep, 126d), with regard to lunatics as distinguished from 
idiots, was not in favour of the applicant. Sir Benjamin Wright's case 
(L Vern. 155) had been relied on as an authority for the proposition 
that, if a lunatic so found by inquisition executed a deed, the court was 
bound to make such order as would result in the sanity or capacity of the 
lunatic being disposed of and put on record. One would wish to mitigate 
the sad condition of lunatics, many of whom chafed at res ons 
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preventing dispositions of their property which it was within their mental 
capacity to make effectually, and it was to be regretted that no remedy 
could be found consistent with the due protection of the lunatic. The 
report of Sir Benjamin Wright's case was ambiguous, and an examination of 
the record shewed it to be no clear authority for the proposition that the 
court ought to ize this deed so far as to inquire into the lunatic’s 
capacity to execute it. The deed must be treated as absolutely void, and 
there would be no order for a trial to test its validity or to perpetuate 
testimony. 

Romer and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect, the 
former pointing out the difficulty, in such a case, of instituting p 
which would be other than collusive.—Counset, Upjohn, K.C., and 
MacSwinney ; Sir R. Finlay, A.G., and R. J. Parker. Soxscrrors, Ridsdale 
§ Son, for J. H. Simpson, Dewsbury ; The Treasury Solicitor. 

| Reported by R. Hru, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


CHEPSTOW ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER CO. (LIMITED) (Appellants) 
v. CHEPSTOW GAS AND COKE COMSUMERS’ CO. (LIM.) 
(Respondents). Div. Court. 4th Nov. 


Execrric Ligutrise—Layine Lives in Unpve Proxiiry to Gas Prrees— 
Larse or Time Between Orrence anp Compiarnt—Louration or Time 
ror CoMMENCEMENT OF ProceEDINGs —ConTINUING OrrENcEs—SUMMARY 
Jurispiction Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vicr. c. 43), s. 11—Etecrric Lientmve 
Causes Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. 19), s. 18, sus-secrions 1, 5. 

Case stated by justices of Monmouthshire. A complaint was made by 
the respondent company on the 3lst of May, 1904, against the appellant 
company that on and since the 2nd of October 1903, they had made 
default in complying with certain requirements of section 18 (1) of the 
Electric Lighting Clauses Act, 1899, in that they had laid down and 
contructed new electric lines and other works in undue proximity to the 
pipes belonging to the respondent company and had not conformed with 
such requirements as were made by the gas company for protecting their 
pipes from injury and for securing access thereto. A summons was 
issued against the appellants on the 17th of June, when they were con- 
victed. The pee sr took the objection that the complaint was not 
made within six calendar months of the time when the matter of the com- 
plaint arose, as required by section 11 of the S Jurisdiction Act, 
1848, and Hull v. London County Council (49 W. R. 396, [1901] 1 K. B. 580), 
and London County Council v. Cross (66 L. T. 731) were cited on their behalf. 
It was contended on behalf of the respondents that the offence was a 
continuing one, and that, therefore, the time limit did not apply, and that 
if it did, the six months commenced to run from the 12th of February, 
1903, the date of an award in an arbitration between the parties, as 
provided for by section 18 of the Act of 1899, in order to ascertain 
the requirements made by the respondents were reasonable or not. The 
arbitrator found that the electric lings were in undue proximity to the gas 
pipes, and that the —— had not obeyed the requirements of the 
respondent company. e magistrates overruled the objection and heard 
the evidence, when it was proved that the ap it company did not give 
to the respondent company notice as by section 18 (1) of the 
Electric Lighting Clauses Act before beginning to dig trenches for the 
purpose of laying down their lines near the pipes of the gas company in 
respect of any of the work carried out by the electric company between the 
7th of September and the 13th of November, 1903, that the electric 
lines were laid in undue proximity to the gas mains and not in accordance 
with the requirements that had been made by the gas company. It was 
also proved that the appellant company had not altered the situation of 
the lines since the date of the arbitration, and that the whole of the work 
of laying the lines was completed by the 3lst of October, 1903. The 
magistrates convicted the appellants and fined them £1 and costs, and a 
daily penalty during default of £1. On behalf of the appellants it was now 
contended that a conviction imposing ties for future default was bad 
on the face of it. Further, that the offence was not a continuing offence, 
and that the six months ran from the date of laying the lines. For the 
respondents it was contended that the offence consisted in not 
with their reasonable requirements and was of necessity a continuing 
offence from the date of the award. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atversrons, C.J., and Kennepy and Riots, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstonr, C J., in gi judgment, said that the court could 
not interfere with the conviction. tion 18 provided i whereby 
people whose interests were affected by the laying down of electric lines 
might make their requirements on notice being given that the lines were 
about to be laid, and sub-section 5 of that section made the substantive 
offence a failure to comply with the terms of the section. The offence 
alleged in this case was non-compliance with the reasonable requirements 
of the respondent com . The question the court had to consider was 
whether the time limit of six months contained in section 11 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, applied so as to make the conviction 
either bad on the face of it or bad on the facts stated. It had been 
admitted on behalf of the respondents that a conviction 
could not im: penalties for future offences, and the conviction 
be amended by striking out that 
whether the complaint was laid 
Jurisdiction Act, 1848, said “‘ That in 
or shall hereafter be specially limited for making any such pe oS 
laying any such information in the Act or Acts of Parliament to 
each 
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time when the matter of such complaint or information respec- 

. tively arose.” Were the appellants right in their contention 
that, because the conviction related to something that was done 
as far back as the 2nd of October, 1903, or to something that the person 
complained of did on and since the 2nd of October, 1903—namely, make 
default in obeying the requirements of the gas company—the complaint 
was too late? He (Lord Alverstone, 0.J.) was clearly of opinion that 
the appellants’ objection as to the date of the complaint was not an 
objection making te conviction bad on the face of it, and to say that the 
time began to run from the date of the requirement itself was obviously 
impossible. In this case the appellants were disputing the contention that 
the lines were too near the mains for more than four-and-a-half months 
after the question was raised. It was not possible for the court to consider 
this conviction as alleging a completed offence on the 2nd of October, in 
respect of which the penalty might have bzen inflicted. There was 
nothing to shew that the offence was complete more than six months 
before the summons was taken out. It was impossible to say when the 
offence was complete, for it continued from day to day. 

Kennepy and Ripiry, JJ., concurred. Appeal dismissed.—CovnszEL, 
Shiress Will, K C..; Macmorran, K.C., and 8. G. Lushington. Souicrrors, 
Ley, Lake, & Ley, for Morgan § Co., Newport, Mon. ; Stow, Preston § Lyttelton, 
for Colbourne, Coulman, §& Lawrence, Newport, Mon. 

|Repored by E. G. Stitt watt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


STONE (Appsllaat) +. TYLER (Respondent), Div. Court. 4th Nov. 
Weicurs anp Meascres—Svcar Weicuep 1n Bac—One Pounp Packace 
Ixcivpinc Weicut or Paren—Cvustom on Trape Usace—WEIGHTS AND 
Measvres Acr, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 49), s. 26. 
Case stated by justices for the county of Middlesex. An information 
was laid by the respondent against the appellant at the Brentford Petty 
Sessions under section 26 of the Weights and Measures Act, 1878, charg- 
ing thatthe appellant, on the 25th of January, 1904, at Chiswick, did 
ualawfally commit a fraud in the use of a certain weighing instrument 
contrary to the ctatute. The respondent, an inspector under the Act, 
went, on the 25th of January, to th: appellant’s shop, where he carried on 
th business of a grocer, and purchased, amongst other things, one pound 
of loaf sugar. The respondent asked forone pound of loaf sugar and paid 2}d., 
the pric: of it. The sugar was handed wrapped in a paper bag or wrapper. 
The gros: weight of the package, that is to say, the weight of the sugar 
and the paper bag or wrapper, was exactly one pound, aod the sugar with- 
out the paper bag or wrapp2r weighed three-quarters of an ounce less than 
« pound. This package of sugar had been previously weighed by the 
appeliant or his servants in the paper in which it had been delivered to the 
purchaser in scales, and the package was one of a number of similar one 
peund packages of sugar in the shop that had been previously weighed 
im the same scales, and none of which packages weighed as much as one 
pound without iucluding the paper in which they were wrapped. The 
scales in which the sugar had been weighed with the wrapper were 
perf-ctly accura‘e, and gave the weight of the package correctly. 
The respondent, when he asked for one pound of sugar, expected to get 
one pound weight of sugar without including the weight of the paper in 
«hich it was wrap The appellant knew and the respondent did not 
know that in fact the appellant was giving the respondent less than one 
pouad weight of sugar, and, as the sugar was not weighed in the presence 
of the respondent, the respondent had no means of kaowing that he was 
being given less than one pound weightof sugar. ‘The paper was unneces- 
sarily heavy for the purp »se of wrappingsugar. The pecuniary value of three- 
quariersot anounceof sugar was the wu to begreater than the valueot the paper 
bag. Evidence was teniered on behalfofthe appellant that it was the custom 
or usaze im the trade to weigh sugar in the paper wrapper in which it was 
delivered to the purchaser, and the appellant himself gave evidence +o the 
sam: ¢ff-ct. It was contended on behalf of the appeliant that the evidence 
established a custom or u-age of England in the trade of grocers to weigh 
sugar in the paper in waich it was delivered to the purchaser, and that 
even if there were no such custom, no offence had been committed. That 
weighing the sugar with the paper wrapper, the weight of the package 
being correct, did not constitute an offence under sectioa 26 of the Act, and 
tat that section was not applicable to the facts of the case. That th-re 
was no evidence of any fraud ia the using of the scales in which the sugar 
with the paper wrapper was weighed. That there was no evidence of any 
fraud in tne using of the scales in which the sugar with the paper wrapper 
was weighed, and, azain, even if there was nosuch custom, no offence had 
bsen com nitted in the absence of frawlulently heavy paper. No evidence 
was given on behalf of the respondent to disprove the custom or usage 
referced to in the trade, and the respondent admitted that he knew that 
with a great many grovers i: was the custom to weigh the sugar in the 
pap bag or wrapper in which it was sold and delivered. It was con- 
tea ted ou behalf 0% the respond-nt that there could be no valid custom or 
usag: of trade to weigh the sugar with the paper. and thateven if such a 
custom or usage of trade existed it was not material. The weighing sugar 
in the “F in which it was delivered was in ite-If an offence under section 
2% of the Weights and Meagures Act, 1875. It was aimitt-d, and the 
justices fouad as a fact, that the appellant made no attempt to conceal, 
awi had no intention of concealmg, the fact that the paper hai been 
weighed with the sugar, aod in so weighing ic he had no in’ention to 
drfraui the purchaser. Tre justices held that weighing the suzar in 
tne pap # in which it was sold and delivered, althouga the weight of the 
¢ was correct, and althouzh it was done iu the mistaken belief that 
there was in England euch acustom in the trade, was in itself sufficient 
to com titate a fraud wilfully com nitted ia the using of the scales within 
the measing of section 24, and they convicted the appellant and fined Lim 
Ms. The qu-stem for the court was whether on the tacts stated they were 
vorre.t in convicting the appellaut of the offence charged. 








Tue Covrr (Lord Atversrone, 0.J., and Kennepy and Riptey, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 
rd AtverstToneE, C.J., in delivering judgment, said the question which 
they had to decide was whether on the facts set out in the case the 
appellant had committed an offence within section 26. That section 
pointed to tricks employed in the course of weighing. The real fraud in 
such a case as this was in handing over one pound of sugar and paper in 
response to a request for one pound of sugar. ‘here had been no fraud in 
the use of the scale such as was necessary to bring the case within the 
section. The scales themselves were just and accurate, and there was 
nothing done by the appellant in the use of the scales which brought the 
case within the section. Unless there is evidence of improper use of the 
scales in the weighing, no offence is commited under the section. 
Kennepy and Rintey, JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal 
allowed with costs.—CounseL, Asquith, K.C., Avory, K.C., and Bonsey ; 
Eustace Hills. Soxicrrons, Neve, Beck, § Kirby ; Richard Nicholson. 
[Reported by E. G. St1Ltwe Lt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


HULL (Appellant) ». HORSNELL (Respondent). Div. Court. 4th Nov. 


ADULTERATION—BortrTLep Peas — Sutpnate or COorrer — INGREDIENT 
Insuniovs to HeatrH—Form or Anatyst’s Certiricare—SaLx or Foop 
anv Drvucs Act, 1873 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 63). 

Case stated by justices for the county of Sussex. An information was 
preferred by the respondent charging that the appellant, James Hull, did 
on the 19th of February, 1904, unlawfully and wilfully sell to the 
respondent ‘‘a certain article of food—to wit, bottled peas—which to the 
knowiedge of the said James Hull was mixed with a certain ingredient 
called sulphate of copper, which ingredient was injurious to health, con- 
trary to the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875-1899, in such case made 
and provided.’’ The respondent, au inspector under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, purchased of the appellant, a greengrocer carrying on business 
at Bexhill, a bottle of preserved peas for the purpose of analysis. 
The respondent divided the peas so purchased into three parts, and sent 
one part to the public analyst, who gave bis certificate as follows: ‘‘ I, the 
undersigned publiz analyst for the administrative county of East Sussex, 
do hereby certify that I received from yourself on the 20th of February (per 
registered parcel post) a sample of bottled peas No. 14, for analysis (which 
then weighed about 4}0z.), and have analyzed the same, and declare the 
result of my analysis to be as follows: I am of opinion that the said 
sample is adulterated with sulphate of copper to the extent of at least 1°87 
grains per pound. Observations.—The copper salt has doubtless been 
added to improve the colour of the peas.’’ The bottle containing the 
peas bore the folluwing label: ‘‘ English Garden Peas. Colour preserved 
with a small quantity of Sulphate of Copper. Finest English Marrowfat 
Peas. Preserved in Kent.—Pctty, Wood, & Co., London.’’ The public 
analyst proved—(a) That sulphate of copper was a poisonous substance 
and injurious to health ; (b) that sulphate of copper was used to preserve 
the colour of the peas; (c) that he had never known any one personally or 
heard of any one injured by eating peas containing copper, but that he, the 
public analyst, suffered from colic if heate coppered peas; (¢) thatout of eight 
sam plesexamined by him during the previousq uarter seven contained copper. 
On behalf of the appellant it was contended that the information did not 
disclose any offence under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act because it did 
not allege that the admixture of the ingredient called sulphate of copper 
rendered the article of food—namely, the peas—injurious to health, buy 
merely that the ingredient itself was injurious to health, and 
that, therefore, tue informatiou was bad in law, and the appellant could 
not be convicted upon it. It was also contended on behalf or the appellant 
that the certificate of the public analyst did not disclose any offence, and 
was insuflicient and did not comply with the requirements of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act. ()n behalf of the respondent it was contended that 
the information did disclose an offence under the Act, that it is sufficient to 
constitute an offence under the latter part of section 3 of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, if the ingredient itself which ismixed withthearticleof food 
is injurious tohealth, anditisnotnecessary toshew that theiugredient renders 
the article of food injurious to health. It was also contended that the 
analyst’s certificate was suflicient, being in the form provided by the 
schedule to the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, and that the certificate need 
not disclose any offence. 1t was contended also that the insufliciency (it 
any) was remedied by the public analyst being called as a witness to give 
evidence of the facts, The justices stated that they were of opinion that 
sulphate of copper, which was an ingredient in the peas, is injurious to 
health, and they theretore convicted the appellant, being of opinion that 
the ingredient necessarily rendered the whole article sold injurious to 
health. The questions for the opinion of the court were: (1) Whether the 
information disclosed an offence under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act 
and was valid in law; (2) whether the public analyst's certificate was 
sufficient and valid in law; (3) whether the justices were right in law iu 
convicting the appellant. 

Tus Covnr (Lord Atvensrony, C.J., and Kennevy and Ripiuy, JJ.) 
ordered the case to be sent back to the justices with certgin instructions. 

Lord Avvvustronn, C.J., in delivering judgment, said that if the justices 
had convicted the appellant of an offence under section 3 of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875, on the ground that the added ingredient was 
injurious to health, and not on the ground that the peas, by reason of the 
addition of the sulphate of copper, were rendered injurious to health, the 
conviction would be wrong. In order to constitute un offence under the 
second part of section 4 the article of food sold must be found to be 
injurious to health. Speaking for himself, ha thought that the justices 
had in tact found the urticle itself—namely, the peas—was injurious to 
health. As there was some doubt us tw whether the justices 
had found that the article of food itwelf wav injurious to health, the case 
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would be sent back to them with instructions that if they had so found the 
conviction should stand, but that if they had found not that the peas were 
injurious to health, but that the sulphate of copper was, the conviction 
should not stand. It had been contended that the conviction could not 
stand because the certificate of the analyst’ was insufficient, and that at the 
end of the finding the analyst should have added the words ‘‘ which 
rendered the article injurious to health,”’ since the certificate, as it stood, 
did not shew on the face of it that any offence had been committed. In 
his (the learned judge’s) opinion, a certificate was sufficient if it was one 
which was in accordance with the terms of the schedule, and set out the 
description of the goods sent for analysis, the weight, and the other 
requirements of the schedule. The cértificate given was therefore sufficient. 

Kennepy and Riotey, JJ., agreed. Case sent back.—CounsEL, Avory, 
K.C., and Bonsey ; Boxall, K.C., and P. G. Henriques, Soxicrrors, Neve, 
Beck, § Kirby ; Lawson- Lewis, Eastbourne. 

[Reported by E. G. S11tuwett, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





*,* In the report of the case of Hipptsley v. Knee Brothers (ante, p. 15) it 
should have been stated that Mr. George P. Sutton, of Dyer’s Hall, 
Dowgate-hill, EC., and not Messrs. Rowcliffes, Rawle, & Co., was the 
London agent for Messrs. Page & Thompson. 








Law Societies. 


Law Association. 


A meeting of the directors was held at the Law Society’s Hall on 
Thursday, the 3rd inst., Mr. F. J. Birdwood in the chair. _ The other 
directors present were Mr. 8. J. Daw, Mr. T. D. Bolton, M.P., Mr. E. T. H. 
Brandon, Mr. F. Foss, Mr. T. H. Gardiner, Mr. H. C. Nisbet, Mr. R. H. 
Peacock, Mr. J. Vallance, and Mr. W. M. Woodhouse. A sum of £40 was 
voted for non-members’ cases ; a new life member was elected ; preliminary 
arrangements were made for an extraordinary general court, to obtain a 
further grant for non-members’ cases ; and other general business was 
transacted. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on the 9th 
inst., Mr. J. Roger B. Gregory in the chair, the other directors present 
being Sir John Hollams and Messrs. Walter Cheesman (Hastings), 
W. Dowson, Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), H. E. Gribble, W. Price 
Hughes (Worcester), W. G. King, C. G. May, Richard Pennington, J.P., 
W. Arthur Sharpe, R. 8. Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott 
(secretary). A sum of £1,010 was distributed in grants of relief, twelve 
new members were admitted to the association, and other general business 
was transacted. 





United Law Society. 


The weekly meeting of this society was held on Monday last, Mr. E. 8. 
Cox Sinclair in the chair. Mr. J. W. Weigall moved, ‘‘ That this house 
approves of the decision of the Court of Appeal in Reuben v. Great Fingall 
Consolidated (Limited) and Others.”’ Mr. J. F. W. Galbraith opposed. The 
are were Messrs. A. H. Richardson, W. 5. Glyn Jones, F. O. Clutton, 

. A. Jolly, and Ronald Walker. The motion was carried. 





Associated Provincial Law Societies, 


The following memorandum as to the constitution of the Rule Committee 
has been issued :— 

The Rule Committee as at present constituted comprises the president 
for the time being of the Law Society, but as he is more frequently than 
not a conveyancer and not familiar with the practice of the courts, it has 
been suggested that in lieu of the president a solicitor who is an expert in 
these matters should be appointed a member of the Rule Committee by 
the Lord Chancellor, on the nomination of the Council of the Law Society, 
for a definite period (say three or five years), By this meaus not only 
would such expert be able to give the committee the benefit of his practical 
experience, but he would es prolonging the term of office become more 
familiar with the work of the Rule Committee; the president of the Law 
Society is changed every year. ‘This matter has already been brought by 
the Law Society to the notice of the Lord Chancellor, who has promised to 
consider the suggestion when next anamendment of the Judicature Acts 
becomes necessary. ‘The Associated Provincial Law Societies, whilst 
approving of the above proposal, are further of opinion that the 
provinces should be separately represented on the Rule Committee 
following the precedent given by the Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Act, 1881, which provides that the committee a ted under that 
Act to make rules in England is to comprise: ‘‘ The president of one 
of the provincial law societies or associations, to selected and 
nominated from time to time by the Lord Chancellor to serve 
during the term of office of such president.’’ Points often arise with 
regard to district registries and other matters connected with litigation in 
the pevene which do not appeal to London solicitors in the same way as 
to those in the provinces. Having regard to the modern tendency 
to decentralize, and the lar volume of business transacted in 
district registries, and cupecially in large centres such as Liverpool, 





Manchester, Leeds, and Birmingham, it is submitted that it is 
not unreasonable that there should also be on the Rule Committee 
some solicitor familiar with the practice of the district registries. 
The appointment of such provincial solicitor woeld be made by the Lord 
Chancellor, who would doubtless be glad to avail himself of the aid of 
the leading provincial law societies to uggest eligible persons 
from whom the Lord Chancellor might make selection. Both 
the Law Society and the Associated Provincial Law Societies have passed 
resolutions in favour of the above suggestions. The committee 
appointed by the Associated Provincial Law Societies, viz., the honorary 
secretaries (Mr. Thomas Marshall, of Leeds, and Mr. C. H. Morton, of 
Liverpool, and Mr. Arthur 8. Mather, of Liverpool), to consider the matter, 
have drafted a s ted clause for the amendment of the Judicature Act 
to give effect to the above views. The following is the suggested clause : 
Section 4 of the Judicature Act, 1894, is hereby repealed, and in lieu 
thereof it is enacted that the persons in whom the power of making rules 
of court pursuant to section 17 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, 
and section 19 of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1881], is vested 
shall include— 
This member 


would take office 
in lieu of the presi- 


(a) A member of the Law Society to be from time 
to time nominated by the Council of that society, and 
dent for the time tO be appointed for the purpose by the Lord 
being of the Law Chancellor in writing under his hand—such appoint- 
Society. ment to continue for such time as shall be specified in 
such appointment. 

(8) T'wo persons (one of whom shall be a practising 
barrister) to be from time to time appointed for the 
purpose by the Lord Chancellor in writing under his 
hand—such appointment to continue for such time as 
shall be specified in such appointment. 

(c) A solicitor practising or carrying on business at 
a place more than twenty miles from the General 
Post Office, in the city of London, and being a 
member of some provincial law society is to be from 
time to time appomted for the purpose by the Lord 
Chancellor in writing under his hand—such appoint- 
ment to continue for such time as shall be specified in 
such appcintment. 


This is a re-enact- 
ment of a portion of 
section 4 of the 
Judicature Act, 1894. 


This appointment 
of a_ provincial 
solicitor is on the 
same lines as was 
adopted by the 
Solicitors’ Remuner- 
ation Act, 188i. 
Under the Solicitors 
oe ang solici- 

who pay higher 
certificate duty than 
country solicitors are 
defined “as practis- 
ing or carrying on 
business within ten 
miles from the 
General Post Otfice.”’ 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvpents’ Desatinc Socrery.—Nov. 8.—Chairman, Mr. Alfred 
Dods.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That this house is of opinion that 
some modified form of conscription should be introduced.’”” Mr. C. H. 
Gurney opened in the affirmative; Mr. W. E. Singleton o in the 
negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. W. A. Jolly, 
Raddett, Ball, J. Myers, H. W. Myers, E. Foss, Aglionby, Scott Duckers, 
Elwell, Barton, and Thomson, The motion was carried by three votes. 








Obituary. 


Mr. A. P. Doulton. 


Mr. Alfred Percy Doulton, solicitor, died on Saturday, at the age of 
19. Le was the son of Mr, Frederick Doulton, M.P., and was admitted in 
1879. At his death was the head of the firm of Messrs. Vandercom & Co., 
of 23, Bush-lane. Ile was ward clerk of Dowgate Ward, and had been 
under-sheriff of the City. 








It is announced that Sir Homewood Crawford, the city solicitor, has been 
appointed to act as Secondary of the City and High Bailiff of Southwark, 
now vacant by the death of Mr. Vaughan-Roderick, pending the sub- 
mission of a report to the corporation by the officers and clerks’ committee 
as to the nature, duties, and emoluments of the office, and especially as to 
the desirability of its being continued. Mr. E. Vaughan-Roderick, 
barrister, Mr. William , Assistant Conveyancing Solicitor to the 
City, and Mr. Sutheriand Harris, solicitor, have come forward as 
candidates for the vacant position. 


The Companies Liquidation Report refers to the practice of registering 
companies at places other that at the London Registry. This has been 
notably the case at Guernsey, where in 1899, only two companies, with a 
capital of £27,250, were te pacer and in 1903 no fewer than seventy-five 
were registered, with a total nominal capital of £18,890,000, Daring the 
tirst six months of the current year forty companies were registered there, 
with a total nominal capital of £11,801,000, The cause, the report says, 
may be found in the desire on the part of promoters and directors to avoid 
the provisions of the Act which deal with the liability of directors, and 
which require the disclosure of material facts in prospectuses. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Lord Atverstone has been elected Treasurer of Lincoln’s-inn for the 
year in succession to the Prince of Wales, but his term of office 
does not begin until the 11th of January next. 

Sir Epwarp Crarke, K.C., has been appointed Master of the Library at 
Lincoln’s-inn for the ensuing year, in succession to the Lord Chief Justice, 
who has been elected treasurer; Lord MacnacuTen has been elected Dean 
of the Chapel; Lord Justice Romer takes the office of Keeper of the Black 
Books ; and Mr. Ceci Russext has been elected Master of the Walks. 

Mr. Joun Atperson Foore, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of 
Lincoln’s-inn, in succession to the late Sir Augustus Stephenson, K.C. 

Mr. Harotp pz Vavx Brovenam has been appointed to succeed Mr. 
Barnes as Senior Official Receiver in Companies Liquidation. 

Mr. Hersert Georce Forpxa, barrister-at-law, has been unanimously 
elected Chairman of the Cambridgeshire County Council, in the room of 
Mr. R. Stephenson, resigned. 

Mr. Epwarp Bortz, K.C., has been made a Baronet. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Rosert Beattie Nicnotson and Grorce Jones Cook, solicitors (Nicholson 
& Cook), Lowestoft. Jan.1. The said George Jones Cook will continue 
the said business. 

Roserr Peacn and Joun Epwakp Appison Tittey, solicitors (Peach & 
Titley), Harrogate. Oct. 31. [ Gazette, Nov. 8. 





General. 


Appeals from decisions of the revising barristers will be heard before a 
Divisional Court on Friday, the 18th inst. There are four of these 


appeals set down. 

Mr. Justice Channell is detained in town owing to the illness of Lady 
Channell, and his place on the Oxford Circuit has been taken by Mr. 
Justice A. T. Lawrence. 

It is stated that a Berlin law court has decided against the claimant in 
an action to recover 23d., the value of a stamp sent to cover postage for 
reply toa letter. The court held that the stamp was the legal property of 
the receiver. 

It is stated that on the ‘call night”’ of the present term, seventy 
students will be called to the bar at their respective inns. Of this 
number, thirty belong to the Inner Temple, nineteen to the Middle 
Temple, thirteen to Lincoln’s-inn, and eight to Gray’s-inn. 

In the Life of Lord Coleridge there is an interesting letter from him to 
his father, in which he says ‘‘ Gladstone told me, that of six Chancellors 
with whom he had sat in the Cabinet, far the most ‘ useless’ (it was his own 
word) was Westbury, and (what surprised me) Campbell the next. He was 
speaking apart from law, on which, he said, Campbell was a master. He 
spoke very highly of Lyndhurst, but, he said, probably from indolence, 
he was not so useful a man as Hatherley.’ 

The election of Mrs. Johanna Brown as constable of Hugo, Colorado, is 
now, says the Daily Telegraph correspondent, well assured. She is the 
mother of twelve children, and is described as ‘‘ handy with her gun.”’ 
Her duty is to make arrests when necessary, and she has announced her 
intention of enforcing the closing of public-houses on Sunday. The cow- 
boys are all enthusiastic for Mrs. Brown's appointment, and no opposition 
will be offered to her election. The appointment of a woman as village 
constable is unusual, but not unprecedented, 


Mr. T. E. Holland, writing to the Times, after pointing out that a 
British trader may, at his own proper risk, dispatch as many thousand tons 
of coal as he chooses, just as he may dispatch avy quantity of rifles or 
bayonets, to Viadivostock or Nagasaki, eays it by no means follows that 
British shipowners may charter their vessels ‘‘for such purposes as 
following the Russian fleet with coal supplies.”” Lord Lansdowne’s 
recent letter to Mesers. Wocds, Tylor, & Brown is explicit to the effect 
that such conduct is “ not permissible.” The reason is not far to seek. 
The unlawfulness of chartering British vessels for the purpose above men- 
tioned is wholly unconnected with the doctrine of contraband, but is a 
comsequence of the international duty, which is incumbent on every 
neutral State, of secing that ite territory is not made a base of belligerent 
operations. The question was thoroughly threshed out as long ago as 
1870, when Mr. Gladstone said in the House of Commons that the 
Government had adopted the opinion of the law officers: That if colliers 
ave chartered for the purpose of attending the fleet of a beiligerent and 
ouppiying it with coal, to enable it to pursue its hostile operations, such 

would, to all tical purposes, become store-ships to the fleet, 
and would be liable, if within reach, to the operation of the Eaglish law 
under the (old) Forcigh Holistment Acts. British colliers attendant on a 
Russian fleet would be w undeniably aiding and abetting the operations 
of that flect as to give just cause of complaint against us to the Govern- 
ment of Japan. The Vritish shipper of coal to a belligerent fleet at sea, 





besides thus la his Government open to a charge of neglect of an | 


international duty, lays himself open to criminal proceedings under the 


Vorsign Enlistment Act of 1470. 
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| 





The presence of mind of the powers that watch over missing heirs is, 
says the Globe, something extraordinary. It is a cold day when they get 


-| left behind. It was stated at the Lancaster Chancery Court that some 


children were believed to be heirs to a fortune. At present they were 
tramping the country. So the astute authorities advertised for them—in 
the London Gazette. This widely circulating, popular journal is taken in 
regularly by the poorer classes. A tramp may forget his pipe, his tobacco, 
even his boots; but he never travels without his copy of the London Gazette, 

At the Middle Temple, on Wednesday evening, a handsome and 
elaborate silver-gilt loving-cup which has been designed and made for 
that society in order to commemorate the Coronation of the King, who is 
senior bencher of the inn, was, says the Times, unveiled for the first time 
by the treasurer, Mr. A. Dauney, in the hall at dinner. A considerable 
number of the benchers and members of the inn assembled to honour to 
occasion. The cup, and four massive salt-stands which accompany it, are 
embellished with a number of representations depicting among other 
things the Coronation of the King, the Temple Church, the Middle Temple 
Hall, the Screen, the principal Colonies, &c. 

The following resolution was adopted at a meeting of the General 
Council of the Bar, held on Monday, the 31st of October, and was 
forwarded to the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the Prime 
Minister, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the President of the Law 
Society: ‘‘ That this General Council of the Bar is of opinion that grave 
inconvenience and unnecessary expense are caused to the public in general, 
suitors, counsel, and solicitors, by reason of the inadequate provision of 
courts for the trial of causes in the King’s Bench Division in London, 
the frequent alteration of the arrangements officially published for such 
courts and the consequent unreliability of the notices with reference 
thereto ; and this council, is futher of opinion that steps should forthwith 
be taken to remedy the above-mentioned matters and that the appointment 
of an additional judge, or additional judges, for the above-mentioned 
division is urgently needed.”’ 

In addressing the new Lord Mayor on Wednesday, Lord Alverstone 
said that ‘‘ the number of courts in the Royal Courts do not admit ot a 
larger number of judges sitting, and that if all the judges were in town 
they would not be able all to sit simultaneously in the existing courts. A 
scheme has been approved for the provision of three or four more courts. 
I trust the authorities will see their way to sanction the expenditure of the 
necessary funds in thenear future. It is little good providing additional 
judges if we have not the convenience of additional courts in which they 
may sit. I wish also to say again, although possibly recent legislation 
may lead to some diminution of the demands on our time, that I do not 
believe that business can be materially accelerated without some addition 
to the strength%of the King’s Bench judges.’’ The learned Chief Justice 
then referred to the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act. He said that the scheme 
and object and motive of that legislation is to induce innocent people who 
are unjustly charged and who have a true defence to disclose their defence 
at the earliest possible moment and to induce them to abstain from that 
practice which has worked so much harm in the past of prisoners under 
all circumstances, whether innocent or guilty, reserving their defence. Of 
course, a guilty person may well reserve his defence—as he has not got one 
—but an innocent one should be encouraged to disclose it as soon as possible, 
in order to avoid the very important observation by the prosecution when 
he comes for trial that they had had no opportunity of investigating the 
defence ; and because the Act intends, not that a man ought to get legal 
assistance to find out whether he has got a defence, but that if, upon the 
evidence which is produiced before the magistrate when the summons or 
information is being heard it appears that there is a defence which 
requires legal assistance, then reasonable assistance should be given to the 
prisoner in order to make clear that defence. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rora or Reoisrzars 1s ATTENDANCE ON 
Date. Emerncency Aprgat Court Mr. Justice 








Mr. Justice 





Rota. No. 2. Kekewicu. FARWELL, 
Monday, Nov.............14 Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
Tuesday... . ...... 15 Jackson Theed Church R. Leach 
Wednesday 16 R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Thursday ... 17 Godfrey Theed Church R. Leach 
Friday ..... 18 Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Saturday 19 Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Bucxiey. Joven. Swinvew Eapy. Warainerton. 
Monday, Nov.....0-.....14 Mr. Jackson Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
Tuesday ..... coscendotaan Pemberton King Beal W. Leach 
Wednesday Jackson Farmer Carrington King 
Thursday .. Pemberton King Beal Farmer 
Friday .... Jackson Farmer Carrington Church 
Baturday oo. ccccccerees Pemberton King Beal Greswell 








COURT OF APPEAL.* 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1904, 
The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVOROE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

(General List.) 
1904 


Btewards v Royds ppl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated 
April 25, 1904 July 25 
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Saunders v Shafto and anr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Keke- 
wich, dated July, 14,1904 July 26 

The Empress Gold Change Till Coldv Farleigh appl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated June 28, 1904 July 28 

Samuel v The Balla Balla Copper Minesld appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated June 18, 1904 July 28 

In re J H Gent, dec Davis and orsv Harris and ors appl of deft S J 
Attenborough from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated July 20, 1904 
(produce order) July 29 

Frederick King & Co ld v Gillard & Co ld appl of pitffs from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 16,1904 Aug 3 

Kine v Jolly appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Aug 
2, 1904 (produce order) Aug 4 

L &C Hardtmuth and Lawrence, Gunn Sloan v Baker & Son appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated July 8, 1904 (produce 
order) Aug 5 

Evans v Haskin & Sewell ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated July 13, 1904 (produce order) Aug 9 

The Met Electric Supply Co id v Tne London County Council appl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 8, 1904 Aug 9 

In re Allen, dec Allen v Allen appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated May 18, 1904 Aug 9 

In the Matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In the Matter of 
the Commercial Exchange id appl of C Owles from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated July 19, 1904 (produce order) Aug 10 

Halden vy BJ Hall & Co appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Warring- 
ton, dated July 7, 1904 Aug 10 

In re Dyson's Settlement Compton and anr v Myddelton and ors appl 
of defts from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 23, 1904 Aug 11 

Mansell v Jones appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 29,1904 Aug13 

Coates v Crossland appl of deft Speight from order of Mr Justice Swin- 
fen Eady, dated Aug 12, 1904 Aug 13 ‘ 

In re the Co's Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In re The International Bank of 
London appl of the petner A P Shorrock from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley dated Aug 2,1904 Augl15 

In re Edmund Roberts, dec Roberts v Roberts appl of deft, M A 
Roberts from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 12,1904 Augl6 

In re the Cos’ Acts, 1867 to 1877, and In the Matter of Edme ld and 
reduced appl of the Company from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
Aug 6, 1904 (produce order) Aug 17 

Philpot v Bath and ors appl of deft Bath from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated June 16, 1904 (produce order) Aug 23 

In the Matter of the Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1893, and In the Matter of the 
National Company for the Distribution of Electricity by Secondary 
Generators appl of H O Ruelle (a claimant) from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated Aug 9, 1904 Aug 27 

In re Swain, dec Monckton v Hands and Attorney-General appl of 
deft The Attorney-General from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 
22, 1904 (produce order) Aug 27 

In re Davies, dec Davies v Davies appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Aug 9, 1904 Aug 27 

Miller and ors v Stenning and ors appl of defts (some of them) from order 
of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Aug 11, 1904 Aug 31 

In re Geo Deek Skingley, dec Humphreys v Skingley and ors appl of 
deft H 8 Ball from order gf Mr Justice Farwell, dated May 6, 1904 
Sept 1 ; 

Cowper and anr v Milburn appl pltffs from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated June 14, 1904 (produce order) Sept 15 

London City & Midland Bank ld v Greaves and ors appl of The Trustees 
from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated July 19, 1904 (produce order) 
Sept 22 

Crook v McKenzie and ors appl of deft McKenzie from order of Mr Justice 
Bigham (Vacation Judge) dated Sept 14, 1904 Sept 27 

Herefordshire County Council v The New River Co appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 16, 1904 Sept 30 

The Llanelly Tramways Cold v The Llanelly and District Electric Light- 
ing and Traction Co ld and anr appl of The British Insulated and 
Heisby Cables ld from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated May 18, 1904 
Oct 8 

FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION, 
For Hearing. 
(Final List ) 
1904, 

The Underground Electric Railways Co of London ld v The Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue (Revenue Side) appl of respts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Channell, dated April 19, 1004 May 5 

Read v Bailey appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
April 30, 1004, without a jury, Middlesex May 6 

Lawes v Spencer appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 
March 7, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex May 11 

Earl vy Lubbock appl of plti® from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Wills and Kennedy, dated April 29, 1904 May 11 

Morris v Cooke app! of pltif from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
Feb 26, 1904, without a jury, Hereford May 13 

Munro v Hunter app! of deft trom judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
Feb 15, 1904, without a jury, Middtesex May 13 

The Mount Lyell Mining Ry Uo ld v The Commissioner of Inland Revenue 
(Revenue Side) appeal of _ from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated March 10, 1004 May 18 

Zeffertt, trading as Michael Zeffertt & Co v Wentworth appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated May 7, 1904, without a jury, 

Middlesex May 19 


Power v er, Cooper, & Co appl of pitff from judgt of Mr Justice 

Farwell, dated May 12, 1904, without a jury, Middieoce May 20 

Geen v Lockyer and ors and Herring Same v Mackintock and ors and 

Herring Same v Humphries and ors and Herring Same v Fagg & ors 

and Herring appl of deft Herring from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, in 

Chambers, dated May 14, 1904 May 20 

Watson and anr v Charlesworth appl of SW and AH Watson from judgt 

of Mr Justice Channell (special case), dated May 9, 1904 May 21 

Bilton Orban District Council v The Earl of Dudley appl of deft from 

judgt of Mr Justice Channell (special case), dated May 10, 1904 May 26 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between the Manchester Carriage and 
Tramways Co (claimants) v The Swindon and Pendlebury Urban District 
Council (purchasing — appl of the purchasing authority from 
judgt of Mr Justice Channell (special case), dated May 13,1904 May 27 

Butler v Moritz appl of pltff from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Will and Kennedy, dated April 21, 1904 May 28 

New River Co v Westminster City Council appl of applts from judgt of 
the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Wills and Kennedy, dated May 9, 
1904 June 2 

Welters v Neary appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
May 19, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 2 ; 

Smith & Co v Watson & Todd appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated March 28, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 2 

The Urban District Council for the Urban District of Denton v Joyner 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justiee Bucknill, dated April 25, 1904, 
without a jury, Salford Division, Lancashire June 6 P 

Fraser v Fraser appl of deft from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Wills an Kennedy, dated April 18,1904 June7 | 

The Urban District Council of Tonbridge, Applts v The Tonbridge Rural 
District Council, Respts appl of appits from judgt of The Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Wills and Kennedy, dated May 12, 1904 June 8 


Turnbull and Wife v The Perseverance Home Assce Cold appl of pltfis 
from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Wills and Kennedy, 
dated April 14,1904 June 9 : 

Higgins v Abrahams appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated May 14, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 9 

Cheshire v Bailey appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated 
May 31, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 14 2 

Hedland v Coster and Lamb spp! of pitff from judgt of The Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Wills and Kennedy, dated May 19,1904 June 15 

Tyrell (trading, &c) v Grey appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce 
(from order in Chambers), dated May 19, 1904 June 15 

Boston Fruit Co v The British and Foreign Marine Insce Co ld appl of 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated May 9, 1904 June 18 

Robbins v Goddard appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated 
June 9, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 20 : 

Wright (trading, &c) v Cleland appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Phillimore, dated April 16, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 20_ 

Hickman v Sealand anr appl of pltff from ju of The Lord Chief 
Justice, dated June 8, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 20 r 

Rosenberg v Sclater& Cohen appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated June 7, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex June 21 

G & A Brown ld v Hine and Venables appl of deft Venables from order 
of the Lord Chief Justice, dated June 6, 1904, without a jury, Middle- 
sex June 22 

Hain and aur v The Royal Brewery, Brentford, ld appl of pitifs from 
judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated May 11, 1904, without a jury, 
Middlesex June 27 

Frentzel v Dougill and anr (Kelly and ors, 3rd parties appl of defts and 
3rd parties from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice, dated June 8, 1904, 
without a jury, Middlesex June 28 

Gaen v Hill appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
March 28, 1904 June 29 

Corns v Dunmore and ors app! of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated June 20, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex July 5 

Cowan v Joseph C Smith ld appl of pitif from judgt of Mr Justice 
Darling, dated June 18, 1904, withouta jury, Middlesex July 9 

The Alianza Co ld, applts v Thomas Ernest Bell, Surveyor of Taxes, respt 
(Revenue Side) “pp of applts from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
July 1, 1904 July 14 

Bow v Hart appl of deft from judgtof the Lord Chief Justice and Justices 
Kennedy and Phillimore, dated July 7, 1904 July 20 
Hitchings and ors v Williams appl of pitffs from judgt of The Lord 
Chief Justice and Justice Kennedy, dated June 28, 1904 July 21 

Fitch v The Guardians of Bermondsey appl of pltff from judgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice and Justices Kennedy and Phillimore, dated July 
13, 1904 July 25 

The Attorney-General y The London County Council and ors (Revenue 

Side) appl aly informant from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated June 
28, 1904 July 28 

oralee v The United Kingdom Steam Tug, &, Association appl of 
pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated July 19, 1904, without a 
jury, Middlesex July 30 3 

Attorney-General and ors v Scott appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Jelf, dated July 2, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 5 

In re an Arbitration between Hull and anr and Meux, &c, and In re 
The Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1883 to 1890 age of Lady Meux 
from award of His Honour Judge Gwynne James, Chippenham, County 
of Wilts, dated July 19, 1904 Aug 6 

Easton & Co ld and anr v The Urban District Council of Portland appl 
of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Farwell, dated June 8, 1904, without 








a jury, Middlesex Aug 11 






' 
; 
; 


LPT EAL LIRA TTT IM, OF 


ee 














38 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Nov. 12, 1904. 














Besch v Phillpot appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated Aug 

WF1, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 12 

Shaftov Bell appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated Aug 
3, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 12 

Benjamin (an infant) v Cohen appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated Aug 8, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 12 

Bilingsley v Ogdens ld (in Liquidation) appl of defts from judgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice, dated Aug 9, 1904, without a jury, Birmingham 
Aug 12 

Maguire v The Mayor, &c of the City of Liverpool appl] of defts from 
judgt of Judge Taylor, Court of Passage, Liverpool, dated June 4, 1904 
Aug 12 

Mase, &c of Norwich v Norwich Electric Tramways Co appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated July 13, 1904, without a 
jury, Middlesex Aug 12 

Haegerstraud v Annie Thomas SS Cold appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Walton, dated Aug 3, 1904 Aug 13 

Williams v Malcolm app] of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 
June 3, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 13 

Lewin and ors v End app! of pitffs from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Justice Kennedy, dated July 6, 1904 Aug 15 

Same v Civil Service Supply Assoc ld appl of pltffs from judgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice and Justice Kennedy, dated July 6, 1904 Aug 15 

Farren and ors v The Welsh Granite Cold appl of pltffs from judgt of 
Mr Justice Kennedy, dated July 22, 1904, without a jury, Chester 
Aug 16 

Currie v King and Wife appl of defcs from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore 
(in Chambers), dated July 22,1904 Aug 16 

Maning v Hardy appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated 
Aug 5, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 16 

The Patent Speaking Tube Co ld v The Commercial Union Assce Co 
ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated Aug 12, 1904 
Aug 17 

The Mayor, &c, of Hampstead v The Midland Ry Co appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Aug 2, 1904 (special case) Aug 19 

Horner v F in and anr appl of pltffs from judg of Mr. Justice 
Darling, dated Aug 10, 1904, without a jury, Middiesex Aug 20 

Jones v. Turner’s Motor Manufacturing Co appl of deft from judgt of 
Pe om Darling, dated Aug 11, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex 

ug 2: 

Jones v Yates appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 
dated Aug 3, 1904, without a jury, Middlesex Aug 23 

Stearns v The Village Main Reef Gold MiningCold appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Aug 11, 1904, without a jury, 
Middlesex Aug 29 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between The Manchester Carriage and 
Tramways Co (clmts) and The Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the 
Borough of Ashton-under-Lyne (Purchasing Authority) appl of The 
Mayor, &c, from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Aug 8, 1904, 
(special case) Aug 29 

Brookes v Birmingham, &c, House Repository 1d and anr appl of pltff 
from judgt of Mr Justice Buckoill, dated Aug 8, 1904, without a jury, 
Birmingham Sept | 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Marker and North and In the 
Matter of the Agricultural Holdings (England) Acts, 1883 to 1900 
appl of Marker from award of Judge Beresford at Honiton County 
Court, Devonshire, dated Aug 16,1904 Sept5 

Riley & Son vSwallow appl of pitffs from judgt of Judge Taylor, Court 
of Passage, dated Aug 14, 1904, without a jury, Liverpool Sept 5 

Lyles v The Mayor, &c, of Southend-on-Sea app! of pltff from judgment 
of Mr Justice Bigham, on pomts of law, dated June 21,1904 Sept 21 

Davies vy Thomas appl of pltff from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Wills and Kennedy, dated June 21, 1904 Sept 23 

Embiricas and anr (trading, &c) v Anglo-Austrian Bank ld appl of pltfis 
from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, dated Aug 10, 1904, without a jury, 
Middlesex Sept 2% 

Broadbent v Dunmore and ors appl of pitff from judgment of Mr Justice 
Grantham, dated June 17, 1904, with a special jury, Middlesex Sept 27 

Kent County Council v Mayor, &c, of Folkestone appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Darling, dated Aug 6, 1904, without a jury, 
Middlesex Oct 7 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1904, 

Madoc v The Ryde Pier Co and P A Campbell ld appln of P A Campbell 
Id for judgt or new tria] on app! from verdict and judgt, dated June 9, 
1904, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a common jury, Middlesex 
June Z1 

Gardiner v Menzies and ors appln of pitff for judgt or new tcial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated June 16, 1904, at trial Mr Justice Darling 
aad 4 common jury, Middlesex, and cross-notics by defte Fenner & Alder, 
dated July 2), 1904 (security ordered) June 25 

Mason v Paxter 1d appin of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated June 24, 1°04, at trial before Mr Justice Bray 

a special jury, Leicester July 1h 


and 
ay: v The british Westinghouse Klectric Manufacturing Co, ld apply of | 


6 for judgt of new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 

11, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Jelf and a special jury, Lancaster 
duly 25 

West Kiding Banking Co, id (in liquidation, v Elmore and ors appln of 

pitils for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 








21, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham and a special jury, London 
July 27 


Worsley v Hulton paw of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 20, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Jelf 
and a special jury, Lancaster July 25 

Kennedy v Scott appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated July 21, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a 
common jury, Middlesex July 28 

Chatterton v Hand appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 9, 1904, at trial before Mr Jus:ice Bray anda 
special jury, Lincoln July 28 

Greenway v The Urban District Council of Llandrindod Wells Overseers 
of the Poor of Cefullys Urban District Council, &c v Greenway and 
anr (consolidated) appln of pltff in first action for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 16, 1904, at trial before Mr 
Justice Kennedy and a common jury, Radnorshire July 29 

Williamson v Smith appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated June 15, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex July 30 . 

Airey v Weighill and ors appln of defts Weighill, Thompson, |Stagg and 
Elliott for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 
12, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, New- 
castle on Tyne July 30 

Teny v Lloyd’s Bank 1d appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated July 12, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice 
Channell and aspecial jury, Newcastle on Tyne Aug 2 

Mancklen v Stuart appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated July 13, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Gran- 
tham and a special jury, Newcastle on Tyne Aug 3 

Voller v Army and Navy Co-operative Soc ld appln of pltff for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 27, 1904, at trial 
before Mr Justice Bigham and a special jury, Middlesex Aug 5 

Wood v Gore appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated July 14, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a 
special jury, Bristol Aug 5 

Tavistock Rural District Council v Duke & Cold appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 28, 1904, at trial 
before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Exeter Aug 6 

Thompson v Smith, Holt & Gamell appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 30, 1904, at trial before Mr 
Bray and common jury, Middlesex Aug 6 

Charles Webster (1899) 1d vy Compensation and Guarantee Fund ld appln 
of defts for judgt or new trial on app) from verdict and judgt, dated 
July 29, 1904, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham and a special jury, 
Middlesex Aug 8 

Redler and ors v The Great Western Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 16, 1904, at trial before 
Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Bristol Aug 12 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1902. 
Owles v Foster and Taylor (Assignee\ 


Justice Bucknill, dated May 1, 190% 
issues) May 8 


appl of deft from order of Mr 
part heard s o (pending trial of 


1904, 


G Wilson & Co, Leicester, 1d v The National Union of Boot and Shoe 
Operatives and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated July 27, 1904 Aug5d 

Union Iron Works v Slough Creek 1d appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Phillimore, dated July 22, 1904 Aug 6 

Aldrich v The British Griffin, kc, Co ld appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Phillimore, dated Aug 2, 1904 Aug 11 

Hambro & Son v Burnand and ors appl of deft Perey Mordan from order 
of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated Aug 8, 1904 Aug 12 

Allen v Sheridan and anr appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Philli- 
more, dated Aug6,1904 Aug 15 

Arkwright v Salthouse appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated Aug 12,1904 Aug 16 

Mole v W D Peacock & Co appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Philli- 
more, dated Aug 8, 1904 Aug 17 

Peet v Lithgow appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
Aug 9, 1904 Augl17 

Leslie v Smith appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
Aug 11,1904 Aug 18 

Kistler v Tettmar appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated Aug 12,1904 Aug 19 

Williams v Hunt appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, dated 
Augl0, 1904 Aug 24 

The Exchange Telegraph Co ld v The B D L Syndicate ld and ors appl 
of pits from order of Mr Justice Walton, dated Aug ho, 1004 Aug 25 

Alcott v The Mayor, &c., of Westminster appl of pltit from order of Mr 
Justice Phillimore, dated Aug 10, 1904° Aug 27 

Bendon & Co v Heyman Orkin appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Bigham, dated Aug 18,1904 Aug 27 

Beadell & Cov Hester appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Bigham, 
dated Aug 18, 1904 Aug 31 

Turner v Ker appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
Sept 20,1904 Oct 3 

Hadley v Evans appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 

Sept 20,1904 Oct 11 
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Tn re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 
From County Courts. 
1903. 


Williams v Brintons ld appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Worcestershire, Kidderminster), dated Oct 13, 1903 pt hd (s o until 
after judgt in House of Lords in ‘‘Turveys v Brinton’’) by order 
Oct 28 


1904, 


Jones v Raine & Sons appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Durham, Sunderland), dated Feb 17, 1904 (s o until after judgt in 
House of Lords in “‘ Royston v Granger ”) by order Feb 27 

Jones and ors v The Great Western Ry Co appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Glamorganshire, Aberdare and Mountain Ash), dated 
April 13,1904 May 4 

Philpotts v Bland & Cold appl of a from ~— = County Court 
(Glamorganshire, Cardiff), dated April 15, 1904 

Ellis, Emma v Joseph Ellis & Co, T Roberts ey A Taylor (surviving 
partners) appl of respts from award of County Court (Flintshire, Mold), 
dated May 20,1904 June 8 

Hand and ors v Munro appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Lancaster, Manchester), dated May 18, 1904 June8 

West, Ada v J H Vickers ld appl of respt from award of County Court 
(Dorsetshire, Weymouth), dated June 3, 1904 June 22 

Davis. Elizabeth v Guest, Keen, & Nettlefolds ld a: pl of a from 
award of County Court ’(Glamorganshire, Merthyr Tydfil), dated June 9, 
1904 June 23 

Clark v The Gas Light and Coke Co appl of respts from award of County 
Coke (Middlesex, Bow), dated June 8, 1904 June 29 

O’Flaherty v Owners of Edmondsley Colliery appl of oe from 
award of County Court (Durham, Durham), dated June 3, 1904 July 4 

Freeman v Lunt, Sons, & Cold appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated June 13, 1904 July 6 

Jackson’s Stores ld v Wilson ‘appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Yorkshire, Leeds), dated June 22,1904 July 11 

Rose v Johnston appl of respt from award of County Court (Middlesex, 
Bow), dated June 24,1904 July 15 

Pedley v The Delta Metal Co ld appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Warwickshire, Birmingham), dated June 29, 1904 July 18 

Cherry v Waghorn appl of applt from award of County Count (Kent, 
Rochester), dated July 13, 1904 Aug 3 

Fox v Martin, Earle, & Co ld appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Kent, Rochester), dated July 27, 1904 Aug 9 

Clasper v Commercial Gas Co appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Middlesex, Bow) Aug 9 

The Castle Spinning Co ld v Atkinson appl of respt from award of 
County Court (Ashton under Lyne and Stalybridge), dated July 11, 
1904 Aug 10 

The Great Northern Ry v Dawson and ors appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Hertfordshire, St Albans), dated July 25,1904 Aug 15 

Treharne v The Ocean Coal Cold appl of applt from award of County 
Court (Glamorganshire, Merthyr Tydfil), dated July 28,1904 Aug 16 

Peggs and anr v The London, Tilbury, and Southend Ry Cold appl of 
applt from award of County ‘Court (Essex, Grays Thurrock), dated July 
16,1904 Aug 23 

Middleton v Richard Wade & Son_ appl of applt from award of County 
Court (Yorkshire, Kingston upon Hat ), dated Aug 10, 1904 Aug 26 

Fletcher v Hawley appl of applt from award of County Court (Y orkshire, 
Barnsley), dated Ju'y 10, 1904 Aug 30 

Witsher v Wass appl of applicant from award of mene Court (York- 
shire, Kingston upon Hull), dated Aug 10,1904 Aug 

Makin v The Cleveland Bridge Engineering Co ld appl of applt from 
award of County Court (Yorkshire, Kingston upon Hull), dated Aug 10, 
1904 Aug 30 

Byrne v Davis appl of applt from award of County Court (Lancashire, 

St. Helens and Widnes), dated Aug 12, 1904 Sept 2 

Cattle v Parkgate Iron and Steel Co Id appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Rotherham), dated Aug 29, 1904 Sept 17 

Aylward v James Matthews appl of respt from award of County Court 
(Surrey, Lambeth), dated Sept 29, 1904 Oct 12 

N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c, set down to October 15th, 1004. 





The Rianne Mart. 


Result of Sales. 


Messrs. Denennam, Tewsor, Fanwen, & Brinarwaser sold, at the Mart, on Nov. 
all the second portion of the —— Estate (less One Lot) for £93,395, On Nov. 8, they wal 
for £555 the Property at Balham. Bir J. Ashton's sate at Camden ‘Town reached £25,955 
(two Lotsa being unsold). The sale at Spitalfields reached £7,000 (Lot 8 wn BL wnsold., 
£6,405 was obtained for the late Parker Todd’s Estates. The total of sales being over 
£133,000, 
Sales of the Ensuing Week, 


Noy, 14,— Meaara, Wearuerart, & Gueey, at the Mart, at 2:—Brighton; Well-known 
Freehold Fully-licensed Hotel, the King and Queen, Marlborough place, let on lease 
till 1916, at £260 per annum ; also Two Froehold Residences, let and producing £77 per 
per annum,-—City of London ; Freehold Ground-rent of £120 per annum, ~ Grapes, 
156, St. Mary-axe.—Shepherd’s Bush: Freehold Flat Property, No, 7-15, A 
mansions Biomfic nid-rond, value £440 per annum,-—-Hampstead ; Modern Roaidence, 
69, Broad rondhurst-gardons, with possession, me £085 per annum, (See advertisement, 

- Nov. 5, p. xvii. 

ov, 15,— 


the station, occupying “rity joserion aggre my 

= : por tie Fy in separate Lots, an elogualy carved 
Antique Oak walls Walls of studio” By order order 
ene eee al opal owl otenen aie 


advertisemen‘ Pos 4 
Nov. 17.—Messrs. Re cc iniastibiale — 
fo t4500e first charge Chey oe decease of the f aged 
a ne aes on survi li 
65 and 59. Solicitor, H. Mear Extent: 


To £380 Consol Indy aged 82, sub bjt an aanaity of ate Gastag Bi 
To One-fourth of a Trust fund. Railway’ ‘ritched, De ; Fat 
Messrs. I Sales oars aks eter . 





Solicitor, cada it 
To £5,019 148. Sd. Two and a: Cent. Consols ; gentleman aged 47. Solici- 


tors 
To Two-seven ey hg Fy lives aged 49 and 47; 4 
to T Teotsthe, of nee Hel Four per Cent. Btock, value £2,715; life 49 
Solicitors, Messrs. L 
To Five Twenty-fourths Tf 1 «Trust Pond in Consols, Railway Stocks, &c., value 
£15,172 10s. ; lady aged 62. Solicitor, E. M. 
POLICIES for £2, 000, y Sie, & an. Bolicitors. Messrs. Farrer & Co., Messrs. Taylor, 
Rowley, & Lewis ipa Plaskitts, all of London. 
(Sce advertisements. tis week bed back page.) 

Nov. 18.—Messrs. Bucxtaxp & Sows, at the Mart, at 2 :—No. 33, Tavistock-square, W.C. : 
Residence, term 19 years, at £30 per ann ee ee ae Solicitors, “Messrs 
Metcalfe, Birkett & Rowlett, London.—t1 and 83, New utts, 8.E.: Corner 
Block of Shop Property, let at £139 per annum. Solicitor, A. . Esq., London. 
—224, Munster-road, : Corner Shop Premises, let on lease at £50 per annum. 

Solicitors, Messrs. Goodacre, Harrison, & Darrell, 10, Bush-lane, London. (See adver- 

tisement, Oct. 29, p. iv.) 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Nov. 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurtep tx Caaycery. 


Centrat Treviscor axp Generar Curva Cray anp Curva Sroxe Co, Lomrep—Creditors 
are required, on or before Dec 1, = their names and addresses, and the i 
of their debts or claims, to Samual Dyer, Sedgemoor, St Austell 

Century Syxpicatr, Luatep— Peta for winding up , presented Oct 24, directed to be heard 
Nov 15. Stephenson & Co, Lombard st, solors ‘for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Nov 7 

JopannespurG THEeatRe Co, — Creditors are required, on or before Dee 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particalars « of 
Frederick Wild, Broad st av. Maxwell, Bishopsgate st Within, solor for liquidator 

Perszoteum Usirep Aceycies, Liwirep lux a are required, on or 
before Dec 31. to send their neines and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to B. Murton Gill, 27, 

Royston Corrge TavEsax Co, Levee -Cheiiiannane required, on or befane Nov 26, to 
send their names and addresses, and the of their debts or daims, to Frank 
Humphris, Rushden Villa, Morton st, Royston, Herts 

Sersacu, Luurep—Peta for winding up, presented 15, directed to be heard Nov 15. 
Thomas, Chancery In, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not laver than 6 o’clock in afternoon of Nov i4 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoutep tn CHANCERY. 


Hvckyatt unper Hurawarre Oorrirrixe Co, men yop 8 are ot tee deb 
before Dec 17, to send their names and and th 
claims, to Samuel Oxley, Hucknall under Huthwaite, "sae lane Manufacturer. 
Manstield, solor for liquidator 

Lixcoty Tramways Co, Lowrep (mx Liguipatros)}—Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov 29, to send their bames and addresses, and the pres we Aig of their debts or claims, 
to Edwin Pratt, Clarence House, Lincoln. Tweed & Uo, solors for liquidator 

New Cousty Forum Horst Co, Laorep (1x Votcwrary Lieviparros)—Creditors are 

required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 

thar debts or claims, to Edmund Ashworth Radford, 86, Kiog st, M 

Perroteum Posusnixe Co, Lanrrep- aon ee up, presented Nov 4, directed to 
be heard Noy 22. Scott & Co, Queen st, Cheapside, soi ors for petners, Notice of 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 0 sclock i in the afternoon of Novy 21 

Untimrrep is CHancery. 


Extsrox Ke._x Law—Creditors are required, on or before Dee 5, to send full particulars of 
their claims to Debenham & Walker, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or CLam,. 
London Gazetie.—Faipay, Nov. 4. 
Garstaxa, Wituiam, Whittle le Woods, oo, Lancs, yo Smith Dee5 Symms 


and Garstang v Taylor, Registrar, Bri Acertngton 

Pven, Exizasern, Trede aoe Pgh v ny Pugh, Judge, Room No. 692, Royal Courts of 

"Justice Dauncey, ~\ 

Tuomas, L AURA, } Nice, Wg ~ ic of France and Sager. & Dec 5 Attorney General v 
Treasury , Buckley and Warrington, Treasury Solicitor, 276, Royal 

Courts of — 


Tye, Ronert, Thoraton, ar Poulton le Fylde, Lanes Nov 39 Tyler v Tyler, Registrar, 
Preston Kean, Fleetwood 

Wa.sn, Groner, Darwen, Lanes, Retired Cotton Manufact DeeS Sh ok v Walsh, 

Registrar, —— Reveley, Preston 

Wituiams, Many Burzanera, Irene rd, , moa Dee 6 Bell v Sanders, Farwell and 

Swinfen Eady,JJ Dabbs, Chancery lane 

London Gazette. —Tursvay, Nov 8. 


Dart re } Henry, Wigan, Lanes, Solicitor Novy 30 Pritchard v Darlington, Warring- 


ton, * Hugh-Jones, Wrex 

Gus, Kat, Eigin mans, Bigin av, Maia Vale Nov 30 Toachers and General Investment 
Co v Wilson, Farwell. J Box, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Matzor, Romrer, toy Lancs DecS Union Bank ef Manchester v Mellor, Regwtrar, 
Manchester Jones, Manchester 








Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cian, 
Leadon Gasette.—Farwary, Oot, 


Avamson, Wiitiam, Liverpool, Chandler Nov 90 





ROENHAM, TRwaon, Fanunn, ‘tc Barperwarrn, at the Mart, at 2:—'The 
i uable Freehold 


Herkomer School of Art, Bushey, Herts; A ‘val Property, a mile from 


Asurox, Gnace Alicia, London ni Deo 1 Lon & 
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Banrnans, Evi, Bradford Nov 25 Perkins, Bradford 
Beatson, Axx, Thornhill, nr Dewsbury Nov4 Green, Wakefield 
Bexx, Arraur Joszru, Gt Grimsby, Patent Agent Nov 30 Wilkin & Chapman, Gt 


Burt, Exizasetu. Hampton in Arden, Warwick Nov 30 Chinn, Birmingham 

Brann, Grorce Faepericx. Lydd, Kent, Farmer Nov 15 Hallett & Co, Ashford 
Tuomas Newcoms, Pinner Deci12 Fuller & Son, Rugby 

Lewis, Ravensthorpe, Yorks Dec17 Wilson & Topham, Mirfield 

Frances. Penrith Nov21 Thompson, Whitehaven 

vip, Haigh, nr Wigan Decl Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

Esty, Wivelescombe, Somerset Novi14 Scatcherd & Co, Leeds 

Mark, Plymouth Nov10 Bickle & Wilecks, Plymouth 

Joun James, Winchmore Hill Nov30 Goulding, Finsbury pymt 

Jous Fietcuer, Jermyn st, St James st, Westminster Nov30 Richardson 


& Sadler, Golden sq 
Care, Ayve, Miles Platting, Manchester Dec1 Walker, Manchester 
Cuuss, Hammonp, Bickley, Kent Dec5 Western & Sons, Essex st, Strand 
Cusack, Rev Tuomas, Le hulme. nr Manchester Novy 5 Watson & Booth, Manchester 
Davies, Jaxz, Walsall Nov18 Megson, Oldham 
Daviss, Wit.1am, Bedwas. Mon Nov30 Thomas, Cardiff 
Farzesr, Ouiver Cooke, Wareham, Dorset Dec7 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Fisuer, Eviey, gdns, South Kensington Decl Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
Fretcuse, Saran Asx, Netherton, Dudley, Worcester Nov 28 Thompson & Warmington, 


Foor, Grorce, Surbiton Hill Dec13 Durham & Co, Arundel st, Strand 

Fox, Danret, Balsall Heath, Birmingham Dec7 Bickley & Lynex 

Gizxxy, Hexry Watuis, Brighton Dec 25 Guillaume & Sons. Salisbury sq 

Haas, Hermann, Aldersgate st Nov 30 Oppenheimer, Finsbury sq 

« arses, Wiiu1am, Byfleet, Surrey Nov30 Drake & Co, Roud In 

Herscuecy, Rev Davip Apranam, Brixton Nov 30 Hudson & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Hopesos, Epwarp, Middlesbrough Novi1l Withey, Middlesbrough 

Horrse, Caristoruer, Berwick upon Tweed Nov 22 Sanderson & Weatherhead, 

ick upon Tweed 

Host, Bearaice Stewart Masion Branazon, Ruyton Park, Shrewsbury Jani Withers 
& Withers, Arundel st, Strand 

Law, James, Bi Yorks, Solicitor Dec 31 Chadwick & Sone, Dewsbury 

—— James, Earlstown, nr Newton le Willows, Lancs, Innkeeper Nov 30 Knowles, 
















OcxenpsEn, Any, Newport, Mon Dec5 Hilbery & Co, Gt 8t Helens 

Parr, Exvizapets, Thatto Heath. 8t Helens Decl Riley & Co, 8t Helens 

Page, Pd ny Thatto Heath, St Helens, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Dec 1 Frodsham, 

lens 

Pret, Bexsamin, Norwood Green Dec15 Ruston & Co, Victoria Embankment 

Rotre, WALTER Jony, Woodchurch, Kent Nov 27 Mace & Sons, Tenterden, Kent 

Samvuetson. Caruerine, Hessle, Yorks Dec 10 Moss & Co, Hull 

Saportas, Caro.ine, Bedford Decl Murray & Co, Birchin In 

SuHanp, Wiii1Am, Lancaster, Nurseryman ._Dec31 Johuson & Tilly, Lancaster 

SuinGLer, ARABELLA, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Nov 28 Nixon, Sheffield 

—— Wixu1am Dixon, Cowgate, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 29 Clark, Newcastle on 
'yne 

Tarr, Witui1Am, Croydon Nov29 § hley, Basinghall st 

Taytor, WrtitAm Henry, Sheffield 1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

TuHoRNLEY, ALFRED Jonas, Sheffield, Hotel Kee: Nov 26 H & A Maxfield, Sheffield 

TweEeEDLe, James, Tranmere, Chester Dec1 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 


| Wexts, Georce, Gainsborough, Farmer - Nov 17 Iveson & Son, Gainsborough 





Matiargp, Joux Hesey, Stoke Newington, Hosiery Manufacturer Nov 30 Rundle & | 
Hobrow, inghall st 


oO , 
Miter, Wriitam, Bradninch, Devon, Veterinary Surgeon Nov 15 Burrow & Miller, 


ipton, Devon 
Moss, Coryetivs, Shanklin, I of W, Farmer Dec3 Bailey, jun, Newport, I of W 
Pace, James, Apperley, Glos, Farmer Dec8 Earengey, Cheltenham 
Pavey, Grorce, Kentish Town, Bookbinder Decl Howard & Shelton, Moorgate 
Pessos, Gzorce Wiis, Connaught pl, Hyde park, Barristerat Law Dec8  Tilleards, 


urch st 
Prare, Mary Ass, De Vere gdns, Kensington Nov 30 Kinsey & Co, Bloomsbury 
Raysegz, Feepericx, Rugeley, Staffs, Hetel Proprietor Dec 31 Stone, Derby ~ 4 
Ricuagps, Wii11aM, Broomhall. Sheffield Dec 1 Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 
Roseets, Jou, Eccleshall, Sheffield Nov 21 Vickers & Co. Sheffield 
Scuiscuxar, Water, Birmingham, Engineer Nov 19 Stubbs, Birmingham 
Suazp, Grorcz Tuomas, Folkes'one Nov 30 Jenkyn & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Urey, Jesse, ket Rasen, Lines Dec9 Frearson & Rainey, Market Rasen, Lincs 
beer Matruew, Eskdale, St Bees, Cumberland Nov 2i Butler & Son, Broughton in 


Weernemer, Ferepa, Gt Cumberland pl, Hyde Park Dec 12 Burch & Co, i 
Woopw arp, Karz, Old Newton, Suffolk Nov 23 Josselyn & Sons, inetd vw 


London Gasette.—Tvuzspay, Nov. 1. 


Autes, Doveias Mixto, Jermyn st Nov30 Marsden & Co, Old Cavendish st 
Baty, Axs, P Salford Dec13 Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Bamezeozr, Maztis, Bethnal Green Dec 14 Anning Cheapside 

Batier, Grorce, Lowestoft, Smackowner Nov 30 Johnson, Lowestoft 
BesyetT, Wit, Deptford, House Agent Dec8 Marchant & Co, Deptford 
Brseuau, Eoucsp Georcr Hexry, Sevenoaks Nov 23 Norton & Co, Victoria st 
Beooxes, Tuomas, Birminzham, Die Sinker Nov 18 Perry & Co, Birmingham 
Cuarxg, Exviza, Margate Nov 25 Boys & Maughan, te 
Cones, Jous, St Mark’s cres, Regent’s Park Dec17 Harris & Co, Finsbury sq 
Carrrat, Grorcz, Sway, nr Lymington Dee2 Moore & Co, Lymington 
Curuzzrt, Jase. Cardiff Dec7 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 
es ge = ag 30 gg be age s*, Portman sq 

‘ageisctos, Jons Wiis, Walsall ather Goods fact 

_ E & Cotterell Waal ly Man urer Nov30 JN 
ausos, Wiiiiam James, Newcastle Tyne, Commercial 

i “Reweutle opr Tyne upon Traveller Dec 5 Ward, 

ox, Dawtex, Baleall . Birmingham Dec7 Bickle irmingham 
Gazgxwoop, Wiiiam, Rochdsle, Engineer Dec 3 Chekwick) mocbaen 
Hamrsos, Jaues Teavis, West Worthing Nov30 JN&EA Cotterell, Walsal! 
Harvass, Sritxa Joszruise Harvcastiz, Eastbourne Dec 12 Thorowgood & Co, 


Copthall ct 
oom, Wiis, Southam, Warwick, Yeoman Nov 3 Wood & Bourne, Southam, 





Host, Faxxr, Clifton, Bristol Nov 20 Mann & Rodway. T i 

Joussox, Writiax. Streethay, nr Lichfield, Staffs Nov 20’ Bares &ece Lichfield 
Kutz, noe, Eastmeon, Hants, Bricklayer Dec 2 Burley, Petersfield’ 

Lever, Isaac, Kennington rd, Photographer Dec 31 Taylor & Taylor, New Broad st 
Lesserr, Auice, Hollowell, Nothampton Novl4 HI & Markham, Northampton 
Muasrezs. Grozcr Lindficld, Sussex Dec8 Wangh, Haywards Heath 

Mooagz, Sasau, Deptford Dec8 Marchant & Co, Broadway, Deptford 

Moeruy, Feaxcis J, South Hampstead Nov 19 Macaulay, Belfast 


WuitexeaD. Caro.tne, Manchester Dec13 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 
Wuitrxead, Henry, Manchester Dec13 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 
Was, Joun, Melbourne, Victoria, Australia, Merchant Dec 15 Stephenson & 
mobard st 
Wituiams, ANTHONY, Cheetham, Manchester, Warehouseman Nov 26 Lord, Manchester 
Wesster, Hannan Rosina, Salmon In, Limehouse, Coke Sack Contractor Decl Archer 
& con, Commercial rd 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov, 4. 


Armstrone, Witi14M, Glendaleay, Wood Green Dec 8 Hawks, High Holborn 

Arrow, Tuomas, Small Heath, Birmingham Dec10 Lee & Co, Birmingham 

Asner, Pair, Warrington cres, Maida Vale Dec 24 Benjamin, Coleman st 

Batu, Ricuarp, Derby Novi18 Teebay & Linch, Liverpool 

Bagnes, Samvue., Blandford, Dorset, Warmer Decl Brennand, Blandford, Dorset 

Bart.ett, THomas, Sevenoaks Dec5 Whittington & Co, Bishopsgate st Without 

Bayty, Epwarp Henry, ©B, Herne Bay Dec5 Tyler, Clement’s inn 

Be.t, Carouine soputa, Holland pk, Kensington Dec3 Blunt & Co, Gresham st 

Be.y, Davin Wetestey. Holland pk, Kensington Dec3 Blunt & Co, Gresham st 

BenesH, Hermann, Finchley Dec15 Holcombe & Banks, Gt James st 

Boyp, MatrHew WicutTman, 8t James st Decl Paice & Cross, Clement’s inn 

Baicpen, Ricwarp, Ashford, Kent Nov21 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

Brown, Jonas Henry, Twickenham, Builder Nov 26 Dyer, Twickenham 

BuT.LER, Fanny Hester, Clifton, Somerset Dec6 Marriott, Hawkhurst, Kent 

Caste, Tuomas, Standon, nr Ware, Herts, Farmer Dec 31 Chalmers-Huat & Davies, 
are, 


| Crare, Tomas, San Francisco, California, USA Dec10 Peddar, Old Broad st 


Cotes, W1LL1AM, Halb-rton, Devon, Baker Nov 30 Quick & Son, Tiverton 

C.iurtroy, @wen, Welshampton, Salop, Farmer Decl Giles, Ellesmere, Salop 

Crouptros, Henry, Farnham Dec 15 Cheston & Sons, Gt Winchester st 

CumBerBatTcH, Henry, Morpeth man;, Ashley gdns, Tea Planter Dec10 Chaproniere & 
Co, Hay market 

Dawson, Bensamin Were Kewvet, Chislehurst Nov30 Thorold & Co, Regent st 

Day, ARCHIBALD, Blackheath, Kent Jan10 Walker & Pettitt, Coleman st 

Dix, Eowin Rosert, Sunderland, Merchant Dec 20 Storey & Son, Sunderland 


Dixon, James, Berwick upon Tweed, Cattle Dealer Nov 29 Sanderson & Weatherhead, 


Berwick upon Tweed 


Deen, Sees Euizaseta, St John’s park, Upper Holloway Dec 3 Blunt & Co, 


m st 
Feeemay, Joun, Stanford Rivers, Essex, Farmer Dec5 Gepp & Sons, Chelmsford 
Forsiss, Toomas, Huddersfield Decl Sykes, Huddersfield 
Geant, ALLAN Ewes, Boscombe, Bournemouth Nov17 Bone, Bournemouth 
Hatt, Evizasera, Bury, Lancs Nov 30 Pickstone & Jones, B 


ary 
| Heesuan, Exviza Ann, Marlborough hill, Middlesex Dec 14 Pilgrim & Phillips, Coleman st 


| Sapter, Samuz, CampsettL Huron, Southport, Solicitor 


Hersven, James, Hampstead Dec 14 Pilgrim & Phillips, Coleman st 

Lewis, Janz Isapetta, Upper Norwood Nov28 Burne & Wykes, Lincoln’s inn fields 

McDowe.t, Exxes, Bexhill on Sea Dec 21 Williams, Brighton 

MacLaren, ALEXANDER ConNELL, Harley st, Cavendish sq Dec 31 Gillman, Southamp- 
ton st, High Holborn 

Murpocu, Rey James McGisson Bury, Riverhead, Kent Dec 1 Knocker & Co, 
Sevenoaks 


Oxes-Voyrsey, Emity Aveusta, Dinant, Belgium Decl5 Cowlard & Co, Bedford row 
Pratt, Many Caarvorre, Navestock, Essex Dec5 Gepp & Sons, Chelmsford 
i Dec 15 Foyster & Co, 


| nchester 
Scears, Cuarces, Keynsham, Somerset Dec5 Barker, Bristol 


SzaR.e, Rev Faepericx Cuaries, Harrow, Middlesex Dec 31 Harris, Victoria st 
Sxrtt, Mary Any, Leicester Dec5 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

Srose, Wi.ti1am, Cornholme, nr Todmsrden, Dyer Decl Sager, Todmorden 

Srup.tey, Any, Powerstock, Dorset Dec5 Baskett & Son, Evershot, Dorchester 
Tacart, CuarLes Osciey, Gt Winchester st, Timber Merchant Dec 15 Trinder & Co, 


nball st 
Tawrani, Louisa, Dalebury rd, Wandsworth Common Nov 30 Brooks & Co, Doctors’ 
Common 
ere aad Exrizcp, Chester, Civil Engineer Dec? H P & J H Cobb, Lincoln’s inn 


Texwast, Any, Stourbridge Dec10 Smythe & Co, Birmingham 

Tuoayton, apy ag Guatemala, Central America Dec 21 Nicholson & Co, Princes st, 
ev'’s Gate 

Ticxe.i, Col Anruur Lana, Southsea Nov 20 Green & Nixson, Presteign, Radnor 

Vereayt, Mary, Goldsithney, Perranuthnoe, Cornwall Nov 23 Gill, Penzance 

Vow.es, Witutam, Durdham Park, Bristol Dec 31 Sinnott & Son, Bristol 

Wuewet, Haraizet, Southport Dec9 Sharples & Son, Accrio 

Witisox, James Larxsau, New Oxford st, Live Stock Pro 


nm 
er Dec 5 Ellis & ;Co, 
College hill 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Vuroar, Oct. B. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Arrexit, Eowaen Bovrer, Cowley, Oxford, Jobmaster’s 
Foreman Nov5ati2 1, 
Bows, Astoss Gwvaxet, Beading, Licensed Victualler 
W at 12 Fg Hotel, 
Bewxs, Azture ide, Wlectrical Engineer Nov7 
at li ey | in, Carey gies 
Baoces, Serriuvas, Gt Grimeby, Bricklayer Mov 5 at 11 
Off Bee, 15. Onborne xt, (it Grimaby 
Bests, Goser Moxrscce, Cookham Nov 7 at 12 1, 
ro" 
Canmas, Warren, Briercliff-, nr Parnley, Labour 
Bat 11.15 Off Bee, 14, Chapel at, ae 
Crmaven, Peaxn, Leicester, Baicher Nov 7 at 12 Off Rec, 


1, LAicoxter 
Cusrvoxo, Kicnaro Ceomrton, Middlesbrough. Photo- 


“r+ aa I) at 12.0 = (Off Rec, 6, albert rd, 


One Bae, Creawell, pat. Miner Nov at 12.0% 


On » Sietoes be, Sell 
Coons, Bow saw, Loaghboromgh, Boat Owner Mov 7 at 4 
Ree, 1, Berridge wt, Lewsates ar) 








Dasters, Atseet James, Offley rd, Kennington Park, 
Builder Noviltat% Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High 
at, Portsmouth 

Deas, Harney, Honiton, Devon, Builder Nov 11 at 10.30 
Off Kec. 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Desetzr, Jaques, Dalston, Watchmaker Nov 8 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ev.is, Jous Eowix, Whitby Yorks, Joiner Nov 16 at 3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbr« 





Evise, Bersanv, Nottingham Nov 8 at 11 Off Rec, 4, 

ae , Park wt, Nr am 

Evovisn, Jons Tuomas, Ne lerton, Yorks, Baker Nov 
l4at 11.20 Court House, Northallerton 

Evaes, Witttam Lianelly, Roll at ‘Ti Nov5 
atil aw Off Ree, 4, mn st, Carmarthen 

Gittvonp, Axxn, Bewdley, Worcester, Grocer Nov 8 at 
2.40 Spencer Thureficld, Solicitor, Oxford st, Kidder- 
tnineter 

Hanoneaves, Witttau Henny, Padtham, Lancs, Painter 
Novatll Off bee, 14, Chapel st, Preston 





| 


Jonzs, Eowarp, Ellesmere, Salop, Carter Nov 8 at 11,15 
The Priory, Wrexham 

Jones, Joun, Portmadoc, Carrier Nov 14 at 11 Police 
court, Portmadoc 

Jonzs, Tuomas, Neigwl Rhos, Liandegwning, Carnarvon, 
Varmer Nov 4 at 11.15 Police Court, Portmadoc 

Jones, Water Jenkin, Swansea, Laundryman Nov 9 
at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Kennentey, Jona Pace, and Tuomas Bantrierr, West- 
bourne grove, Land Agents Nov7 at 11.30 24, Rail- 
way app, London Bridge 

Maxs, Ganvan, Kingston upon Hull*Cabinet Makers Nov 
Satil Off Rec, Trinity House In. Hull 

Mawson, Hanny, Hillsb rough, Sheffield, Suleaman Nov9 
at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Shefficid 

Moone, Waionr, and Kawzar Moone, Halifax, Herb Beor 
Manufacturere’ Nov 7 at 12 Off Rec, Townhall 
chmbra, Halitax 

Perry, Josmru, Canklow, nr Rotherham. Yorks, Miner 
Nov 10 at 12 Off Reo, Figtree ln, Sheffie 


Hannisox, Jou Wittiam, senr, Kingston upon Hull, Baker | Rennes, Cuanies Henny, Leeds, Grocer Nov 9 at 11.30 
0 


Nov 6ati2 Off Ree, Trinity House In, Huli 
— W114, Bolton, Grocer Nov7 at3 19, Exchange 
, Bolton 
Inian, Hanny, Leicester, Greengrocer Nov at 12 Off Rec 
1; Berridge st, Leicester 


», 22, Park row, Leeds 
Resvacy, Kicuanp, B Nov 8 at 10.30 Off Reo, 14, 
Chapel #@, Preston 
Ricuanimon, Kanv, Leeds, Labourer NoyOatll Off Reo, 
22, Park row, Leods 
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Rogers, Joun JAMES. Mandhester Picture Framer Nov7 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Soares, Wuutz, am Yorks Nov 7 at 3 Off 

Ty st, B 

SEARS, earn Joun, Sheffield, Electro Plate Manufac- 
turer Nov9at12.20 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield | 

Sitverstone, Wi.iiam, Gibson 5 
Nov7at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, y st 

Swira, WILLIAM, red Grocer . Nov Sat 10.45 Off Rec, 
14, Chapel st, Presto: 

SPENCER, BEN. Flecknoe ‘Fields, Warwick, Farmer Nov7 
at 12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coven’ 

STARLEY, be ey Coventry, Cycle ufacturer Nov9 
at 12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

TRENDELL, JAMES, phe seh Berks, Timber Merchant 
Nov 10 at 11 ‘Queen’s Hotel, Readin ng 

Troop, Rickarp, Dunholme, Lines, General Shop keeper 
Nov8ati2 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

TURNBULL, THuMAs, Redcar, Yorks, Hairdresser Nov 11 at 
1230 Off 8, Albert rd. Middl-sbrough 

WALKER, CHaRLes Foes Kinver, Staffs, Sand Merchant 
Nov5atil Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudiey 

Water, Frank, Lincoln Nov 8 at 12.30 Of Ree, 31, 
Silver st, Lincoln 

WAREING, Tuomas, Ampthill, Beds, Grocer Nov 7 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Briage st, Northampton 

Wuuims, Taomas, Penhiewtyn, or Neath, oo. 
Furnaceman Nov5at 11.30 Off Rec, 31, 
rd, Swansea 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


Anprews, Hersert Jonny, and Ceci Anprews, Easton, 
Bristal, Botanical Brewers Bristol Pet Oct 20 Ord 


aianan Davin, Aberaman, Aberdare, Commission Agent 
Aberdare Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 
Bargyes Eraseceeeat Ruston, and Rosert Pavt Hamett, 
Manchester, Cotton Towel Manufacturers Manchester 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 26 
Ciagke, Tomas, Wigan, Licensed Victualler Wigan 
et Oct 25 Ord Oct 25 
Crayton, Mary Awn, Barnsley, Confectioner Barnsley 
Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 
CLEAVER, aan, Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet Oct 5 


CrostHw saan Mankrk, Eaglesfield, c meth, Farmer 
Workington Pet Oct 24 Ord O 

Dean, Hagry, Honiton, Devon, Builder and Contractor 
Exeter Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 

Epwarps, GrorGe Russe.t, Broomwood rd, Cla 
—— Surveyor Wandsworth Pet June 20 Ord 

ct 25 

Extsz, Bernarp, Nottingham Nottingham Pet Oct 2% 

Ord Oct 24 


Evxeuisn, Jonny Tsomas, Northallerton, Yorks, Baker 
Northallerton Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 22 

Evans, Joun Rees, Taibach, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 

Evans, Wiiiiam, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Hollermen at Tin- 
works Carmarthen Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 

Eyxyn, Caartes Hicks, Eaton ter, Process raver High 
Court Pet June 23° Ord Oct 24 Bag 

Favett, ALFrep Taomas, Talbot rd, Bayswater High 
Court Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 21 

Foster, Cuartes Henry, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Hair- 
Dr-sser Dorchester Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 

er 1s, ARTHUR Gisps, Lamb’s Conduit , Red Lion 

» Halbora, Butcher High Court pt 8 Ord 


qunaer Joun Freperick, Wandsworth, Builder Wands- 
worth Pet Sept 27 Ord Oct 25 

Gipsox, Atrrep Watrer, Ryde, I of W, Boot Dealer 
Newport Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 

Gituespiz, Joun, sen, Fox Hill, Upper “ween Engineer 
High Court Pet Aug10 Ord Oct 2 

Guappen, Cuarves Josern, and Henry icin Langley, 
Bucks, Rrick Manufacturers Windsor Pet Oct 22 
Ord Oct 24 

Hannan, Joun_ Epaar, Middlesbrough, Bookkeeper 
Middlesbrough Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 96 

oes , Wii1am, Bolton, Grocer Bolton Pet Oct 24 Ord 

ict 24 


Hopgson, James, jon, and Jouy Braieat Frepericx Brep, 

Birkenhead, uilders Birkenhead Pet Sept 13 Ord 
ct 25 

Jones, Joun Grirritas, Trecynon, Soa Travelling 
Draper Aberdare Pet Oct 24 Ond Oct 

Kempton, Joun, Macclesfield, Chester, eral Victualler 
Macclesfield’ Pet Oct 26 ' Ord Oct 46 

Kent, Rongrt, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester French 
Polisher Manchester Pet Oct24 Ord Oct 24 

Lipinaton, WiitiaAm, Canterbury, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 21 

LirrLenan Es, JOUN rycr, Cernybweh, nr Oswestry 
1? ire, Cycle Dealer Wrexham Pet Aug 27 Ord 


Lovett, = Suarr, Northampton, Baker Northampton 
Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 

Murpocu, Roverr, York rd, Battersea, Corn Chandler 
Wandsworth Pet Se pt 22 Ord Oct 25 

Newserey, Henry Tuomas, a Ay Furniture Dealer 
High 0 Jourt Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 1 

Parkes, Aoyes, Smethwick, Statfa, Seneteaes West 
Bromwich Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct 21 

Pirenim, Janez, Wercham, nr Dowabam Market, Norfolk, 
Wheelwright King's Lynn Pet Oct 25 Ord Oot 25 

Porren, Faepeawx Wriiiiam, Norwich, Baker Norwich 
Pet "Oct 2% Ord Oot 25 

Presoe, Atyarp Wittiam, Hereford, Carpenter Hereford 
Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 25 

Paywy, Josnren Henry, woneeh, Master Mariner Truro 
Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 

Quest, Tom, Bishop od Yorks, Innkeeper Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 25 

Ratrs, Wivwiam Hewxay Journ, Norwich, Watchmaker 
Norwich Pet Oct 20 Ord Oot 26 § 

Rawpaut, Ouanres Henny, Chapeltown, Leeds, Grocer 
Leeds Pet Oot 25 Ord Oct 2 

Meogganges, | wane, ie Ty Bricklayer’s Labourer Leeds 


Bououeri, W ree Shipley, Yorks Bradford Pet Oct 

24 

Suita, Henry Tuomas, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Bristol 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 24 

Srartey, Wi1L.1aM, Coventry, Cycle Manufacturer Coventry 
P Ord Oct 22 


et Oct 18 
SrrRicKLanD pn toes Ley Cumberland, Farmer Car- 
lisle Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 
Tay.or, CHARLES —_~ 5 oe Eaton, Derby, Lace Manu- 
— Derby and Long Eaton Pet "Oct 10 Ord 
ict, 26 
Wages, heme , Tottenham, Builder Edmonton 
et A 
West, Tae Hagey, Plymouth, Fruiterer Plymouth 
Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 25 


Wison, Frances, a Yorks, Farmer Wakefield 
Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 
Amended notice substituted for that gait in the 
London Gazette of Oct 2 


BRicuagps, Taomas Haroxip, Penzance, acai, Green- 
grocer Truro Pet Oct 17 Ord Uct 17 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 

the London Gazette of yo ae § 23: 

O.princ, Wm1iam Henry, Bexley Heath, Kent, Coffee 
House Keeper Rochester Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Baker, Witi1am Joan, and Cares Ciark, Yeovil, Builders 

Yeovil Pet Oct2i Ord Oct 29 

Bowen, Jony, Halfway, Lianelly, Collier Carmarthen 
Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Bow es, Danret, Coxl , Northumberland, Grocer New- 

“ castle on Tyne pa ct 18 ag fe 

REAREY, ARTHUR WixLiam, Stockton on Managing 
Director Stockton on Tees Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 2 

Buck, Henry Grorcer, a Wilts, Fruiterer Salis- 
bury Pet Oct27 Ord O 

Causton, Howarp CHaRLEs, Totland Bay, Civil Engineer 
Newport Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Cree een ae Buzzard, Confectioner Luton 

Pet Oct 29 

Cocxsgeper & Co, Devonshire eq, Timber Merchants High 
Court Pet O+6 Ord Oct 31 

Conant, Exic E W. Dorset st, Manchester sq High Court 
Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct 28 

eum Jousx James, Berwick Bassett, Wilts, Baker 
swindon Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

Fruit Sales- 


Ccummines, James, Cheetham hill, Manchester, 
man Manchester Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 27 

Davies, Frepeaick Tueorai.us, Swansea, ship Store Mer- 
chant Swansea Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 


ae Henrietta, Doncaster Sheffield Pet Oct 28 Ord 
ict, 28 


Dosson Sgouso Teun, Bat & oetetan, Grocer Sunder- 
land Pet Oct 28 ‘Ord Oc' 

— < Joun, Tunbridge Wells, "Clothier Tunbridge Wells 

Fr ig us Owe wy be ick, Co Promoter High 

AZER, JOSEPH est iwi mpany 

Court Pet June 30 Ord Oct 

Harrison, WiLi1Am, Hyde Park. Doncaster, Smith’s Striker 
Sheffield Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Haart, Aurrep Tuomas, Old Kentrd High Court Pet Oct 
27 ~=Ord Oct 27 


Harton, Grorce Horxtys, Ashford, Kent, Builder Cauter- 
bury Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Hea ey, & Co, J, Leicester, Tailors Leicester Pet Oct 18 
Ord Oct 28 


Hooseaman, Iseagt, Fournier st > ele Provision 
Merchant High Court _Pet Sept 20.0 Oct 23 
| ana, Bray's Green, Bo mg Bucks, 

Dealer Ayles = Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct B 
sackson Bert, Jarrow, Horse Dealer Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 27 
Jonzs, Samvet Lewis, Tonna, nor Neath, byt Colliery 
Proprietor Aberayon Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 
Kerrect, Wituiam. Leicester, Grocer A Pet 
Oct 28 Ord 23 


—— Wituiam Heyry Taytor, Nottingham, Grocer 
Pet ye Ord Oct 29 
tout E.u1s, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Bangor Pet Oct 28 
Ord Oct 28 


Lixawoop, Henry Assert, Church st, Stoke Newington, 
Sp Beer Senge Edmonton Pet Oct 28 Ord 


Macuix, Epwin MEtvitux, Sheffield, Cycle Dealer Shetftield 

Ms, Bag st, See Sees 
CKiInTOsH, WILLIAM, Jermyn 
house Keeper High Co C — yy = hg a Ord Oct 26 

ee oy segues, & shford, K dier Canterbury 

‘et Oct t 28 

Maprieseck, Ay Henry, Gt Seen, Boot Dealer Gt 
Grimsby’ Pet Oct 29 Ord 

Mivoury, L J, Forest Gate, he Puraisher High Court 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 26 

Minsuart, Tromas, + i Flint, Boot Maker Chester 
Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 

Moss, aoe, soieber rd, Kilburn, Carriage Builder 
High Court Pet Oct T Ord Oct 26 

Oxsury, Henry Janez, . 17} Se Butcher Leo- 
minster Pet Oct 29 Ord 

Ovenpen, ALFRED, Teyehehy Kent, Farmer Hastings 
Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

Parr, Jans, Penmachno, Carnarvon, Licensed Victu- 
aller Portmadoc Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Proskin, @, Walthamstow, Butcher High Court Pet Sept 
21 Ord Oct 26 

Rosiys, Caaa.es, Cwmavon, nr Port Talbot, Farm Labourer 
Aberavun Pet Oct28 Ond Oct 28 

Reegeee. Sore, Harrogate, Cab , a York Pet 


Roos Josrrn Buu, 3.1 Lupwie Gorrramp Roos, Holborn 
viaduct High Court Pet June 27 Ord Oct 27 

Scuorme.p, Farpesiox, Brampton Bierlow, West Melton, 
ne rham, Agent Sheffield Pet 
Oot 28 Ord Oot 28 

Boorr, a, Se Chester, Optician Manchester 
Pet Oot 27 Ord Oot 27 


Suepuerp, Davin, H 
ant Cardiff Oct 26 

a — Forest Gate, Essex High Court Pet 

Surrs, Marmapuke Vaventine, Liverpool, osmpagee 

Sarrn, Tuomas, Fernh 
Foreman P 





Wanreex bye Chiseldon, Wilts, Builder Swindon 
Pet Oct 28 Oct 28 ‘3 
Pet Oct 27 Ord Oot 3 Oct 27 
Waatey,. Wii Testis, Wi 
Wii — B: HO Dover 2, Gan Dressmaker 
TLL EATRICE LY. 
igh Court Pet Sept 1. Ord Uct 
betes = Henry, Pi ‘Glam, Coal ,_— Pontypridd 
27 
Woop, ag Leis Leeds > 29 oe Soya 
, FRep, . veller Dewsbury 
Oct 28° Ord Oct 28 
AsHrogp, Dayip, Aberaman, Aberdare, Commission Agent 
Nov il at2 135, High st, Merthyr 
Booum. GrorcE *Wansor GrirriTgs, 
Bowen, Jonny, Hnifesy: Lianelly, Collier Noy 9 at 11.45 
Ree, 4, uuae Carmarthen 


et 5 
Watki Gerorcs, York, Commission Agent York Pet 
Oct $7 Ord Oct 27 
bets All 
‘akefield, Draper Wakefield 
Oct 25 Ord 
Ord Oct 27 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
"Tydfil 
Baker, Samve.. Swaffham, Norfolk, Farmer Nov 12 at 
12.30 Off Rec st, Norwich 
Sutton Coldfield, 
ion Agent Nov 10 at 11 174, 
Corporation st, 
Off 
Sows, as, Dixint, Gontodes, Bertha sbeclond. Grocer Nov 


Rec, 30, Moseley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
carmue Joseru, Alcester, Saddler Nov 10 at 12 4, 
Copenhagen st, Worcester 


Cuartes, Aveustus Oscar Frank, and Freprrick 
Builders Nov 14 at 11 


1 4 

Ciargke, THomas, bey oo Licensed Victualler Nov 10 

wford st, Wigan 

or Mary Any, peg Confectioner Nov 9 at 
10.15 Off Ree, 7, st, Barnsley 

Cocos as Devonshire sq. Timber Merchants 

‘ov 10 Bankruptcy Carey st 

Conant, Exic E W, Dorset tq Hs sq Nov lat 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

CrostuwaiTe, Mark, Eaglesfie! = pe Stmmeth, Farmer 
Nov 21 at 2.45 Gourt house, C 

Doerr, Louis Cuaries Jons, co? Manu- 

Chemist Nov 10 at 2.30 Ts hee 4: Pavilion 


i ~~ >b- Rees, Taibach, Merthyr Tydfil. Glam, Collier 
Nov 14 at 12 135, High st, Mer Merthyr 


Fostse, CHARLES ae eicombe Regis, Dorset. Dorset, Hair- 
: Nov 9at1 Off Rec, City brs, Endless st, 
Salisbury o 
Fors, Jame, See Cheriton, Somerset, Baker Nov 9 at 
2.30 Off Rec, brs, Endless st, 
a. Josspa, West D»lwich, Company Promoter Nov 
lat 12 bldgs, st 
Fare. Tox, ical Engineer Nov 10 at 3 
Off Ree, 4, Pavilion tidgs, Brighton 


Greaves, Ricnarp, Hollywood, Ki 
Nov l0atl2 174, ion st. 
Haxxax, Joan Epear, brough, 
ll at 12.30 Off Ree, Albert ni. Midd 
Hart, ALrrep Tuomas, Albany rd, Old Kent ri Nov 9 at 


Rn Carey st 
Jackson, Roser, Jarrow. Horse Dealer Nov 9at ll Of 
Ree Moseley st, Newcastle * 


Wat? i 
gent, Rosert, Chorlton on . Manchester, French 
e Polisher Nov 11 at 230 Off Ree, Byrom st, Man- 
Kyicat, ALFRED. eat, Gam, Fruiterer Nov 9 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra ni, Swansea 
and Tuomas Rosser Gaayt, 
Nov 9atil 174, Corporation st, 


Macxrstosu, Wiuttam, Jermyn et, Westminster, Boarding 
House Keeper Nov 15 at 12 Bank ruptey bdidgs, 


Carey st 
Mrxcury, L J, Forest Gate, House Furnisher Nov M4 at 2.90 
st 
a ln, ~ apa Builder Nov 9atil 


Carey st 
Mvurpoca, Ronert, York rd, Battersea, Corn Chamiler Nov 
10 at 11.30 2&4, Railway app, London Bridge 
sass me Hastivas, —— ae West Kensington Nov li at 
Bankruptey bid, 


we Ricaarp oe. Bastbourne, Ladies’ 
Tailor Nov 9 at 11.90 Off Reo, M4, Railway app, 
London Bridge 

Pamurs, Wrewam Axparw, Seardorough, Hydro Pro- 


prietor Nov l0 atl? 74, } S Koeekas ware eet 
sia Janna, Wi 


t Nov Sail Off Ree, S King et, Noreich 
Piosktx, 6. althamstow, Butcher Nov 10 at 11 Bank- 


Carer st 
Porrer, Parpenirck Wruwtas, Norwich, Baker Nov 9 at 
12.30 Off Reo, 8 King st, Norwich 
farm, be Hewry, Falmouth, Master Mariner Nov 
or Bosca’ 


Lock, Artuvr Epwaap, 
Birmingham, Tailors 
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Rovuxp, Wiut1am Hewry, Chester le Street, Boot Dealer 


Nov9at3 Off Rec, 24, John st, Sunderland 
SetTtitz, Tom, Bolton, Hairdresser Nov 9 at 3.30 19, 
st, Boiton 


Surraq, MarmMapuKe VAventixr, Liverpool, Newspap:r 
Proprietor Nov 10 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 
Sovutugkn, Jony, Shrewsbury Nov llatil1 Off Rec, 42, 


8t John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Srrickianp, Wiiiiam, Uldale, Cumberland, Farmer Nov 
1éat12 Court house, Carlisle 

Taytor, Groner, Philip In, Commercial Agent Nov 9 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Varey st 

Waker, Grorce, York, Commission 
0 , The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 


ent Nov 10 at4 


Waker, Jous, Baslington, Cheshire, Butcher Nov 11 at 


10.30 Royal Hotel, Crewe 
Waker, Wituiam, Northwich, Tailor Nov 11 at 1045 
Royal Hotel, Crewe 
Warsoys, Auice, Scarborough, Faucy Goods Dealer 
Nov 10 at 11.30 74, Newborsugh. Scarborough 
West, Watter Harney, Plymouth, Fruiterér Nov9 at 
11 Off Rec, 6. Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
Wituiams, Beatrice Emity, Dover st, Court Dressmaker 
Nov9 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Winitams, Witttamn Epwarp, Worcester, Licensed 
Vi Nov 11 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen ss, 
Worcester 


Woopcock, Frep, Dewsbury, Traveller Nov 9 at 11 Of 
Kec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aties, Fraxcis Witsosx, Bristol, Lithographic 
Bristol Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 23 

Baker, Samvet, Swaffham, Norfolk, Farmer King’s Lynn 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 28 

Bo.tox, Taomas Artuur Nassau, Dover Canterbury Pet 
March 25 Ord Oct 29 

Bowes, Jonx, Halfway, Lianelly, Collier Carmarthen Pet 
Oct 27 Oct 27 

Bowxen, Cuarves, Erdington, Warwick, Draper Birming- 
ham Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 29 

Bowtes, Daxter, Coxlodge, Northumberland, Grocer 
Newcastle on Tene Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 23 

Beanam, Hewry, Camden rd,:Tailor High Court Pet 
Oct 15 Ora Oct 28 

Buck, Henry Georot, Luigersball, Wilts, Fruiterer Salis- 

Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Cavecn, Wituam, Leighton Buzzard, Beds, Confectioner 
Luton Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Craytos, Taomas Wirtiam, Ashington, Sussex, Farmer 
brightoa Pet Septi2 Ord Oct 23 

Coxaxt, Eatc Epwarp Wake, Dorset st, Manchester sq 
High Court Pet sept #0 Ord Oct 28 

Couzens, Joux James, Berwick Bassett, Wilts, Baker 
Swindon Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 23 

Cumsiss, James, Cheetham Hill, wanchester. Fruit Sales- 
mza Manschester Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Davies, Farpeerck Taroruitcs, Swansea, Ship Store 

D oo ye Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 28 

avizs, Morcaw pote, nr Liverpool, Builder Liverpool 

Pet Oct 12 Grd Oct 27 _ 

Davy, Heweretta, Doncaster Sheffield Pet Oct 23 Ord 


Artist 


Doswx, Tuomas Jonx, Sunderland, Grocer 
Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 

Haeeisox, Wiittam, Hyde Park, Doncaster, Saith's 
Striker Gheffield Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Harr, Atraep Tuomas, Albany rd, Old Kant rd High 
Court Pet Oct 27 Ord O-t 27 

Horros, Heseer Victor, Three Tuns passage, Paternoster 
sq, Warehouserran High Comt Pet aug 24 Ord 
Oct 28 

Joszs, Bauvet Lewis, Tonna, nr Neath. Glam, Cullie-y 

jetor Aberavon Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Kerrect, Witzusau, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet Ort 
2 Ord Oct 

Lavoeurox, Witiiam Hesey Tayeor, Nottingham, Grocer 
Nottingham Per Ot O:d0420 

Levee, Exiis. Colwyn Bay, Denbigh 
2B Ord Oct 2 


Sunderland 


jangor Pet O+ 


Laxscwoov, Hexey Atoznt, Church st, Stoke N-wington 
le Dealer's Manager FEAmonton Pet Oct 28 Ord 


Det Qs 

Macais, Eowis Me.vitie. Sheffield, Cscle Dealer Sheffield 
Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

McQures, Furpvericx Gzroncr, Haymarket. Fine Art 
Publisher High Court Pt Jaly 27 Ord Oct 29 

Masxte.tow, Joszvu, Ashford, Kent, Saddler Canterbury 
PA0tes OrdOt B 

Marrizeecs, Jous Hexey, Gt Grimsby, Boot Dealer Gt 
Grimeby Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Maxsoex, Janes, Buringham, Electric Fittings Manufac- 
turer Birming Pet Ang 31 Ord Oct 29 

Mixeaatr, Tnouss, Holywell, Flint, Boot Maker Chester 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct % 

Nustz, Mstir. Swowupland, Soffolk, Baker Bury 8t 
Kdmunds Pet Sept i9 Ord Oct 27 

Ovesvrs, Atrzev. Ivychurch, Kent, Farmer 
PAOAB Ord Oct 

Fate Jaze, Penmachno, Carnarvon. Licensed Victualler 
ortmafoe Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 

Bowtxs, Cuanies, Cwmavon, nr Port Talbot, Glam, Farm 
Labourer Aberavon Pet Ot B Ord Oct % 

Rocuvony, Taouss, Harrogate, Cab Proprictor 
PAaOt ws Ord Oc 2% 

Scuvortetp, Varorricx, West Melton, nr Rrtherham 
— Assurance Agent Sheffield Pet Oct 28 Ord 


Scurt, Witt14sm. Hepeall. nr Snaith. BBO, Yorks, Com- 
mission Agent Wakefield Pt Ot Ord Ot 
Serriz, Tox, Bolton, Hairdreser Bilton Pet Oct 10 
Ord Ot 2 


Hastings 


York 


Prison, Cardiff, Chartered 
e Cardiff PtOctm Ord Or w% 

Surru, Tnouss, Vernhurst, Haslemere, turrey, Builder's 
‘reman Peertorough Pet Ot Ord Oct % 

vo Gronen, York, Commission Agent York Pet 


Surruzeo, Davivo, HM 
wrantant 


Warson, ALIcE, i Fancy Goods Dealer Scar- 

borough Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 f 
Wittiams, Henry, Porth, Glam, Coal Miner Pontypridd 

Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 
+ Woop, Harry, Leeds Leeds Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 
Woopcocx, Frep, Dewsbury, Traveller Dewsbury Pet 

Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Oct 21: 

Oakes, Artuur. West Croydon, Boot Dealer 
| Pet Sept 7 Ord Oct 14 








Croydon 


| London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apetesy, Herpert Catvert, Pudsey, Yorks, Boot Dealer 
Bradford Pet Nov2 Ord Nov2 

Arxtysoy, Joun Wiiuram, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Nov 
2 Ord Nov 2 

Baitey, Joun, Bradford, Tripe Dresser Bradford Pet Oct 
81 Ord Oct 31 

Baruam, Cuarres, Bishopsgate st Without, Restaurant 
Keeper High Court Pet March30 Ord O2t 31 

Baroy, James, Barnsley, Tobacconist Barnsley Pet Nov 
2 Ord Nov 2 

Becx. James, Norwich, Gardener Norwich Pet Nov 2 
Ord Nov 2 

Bertixc, Freprrick RicuarD, Basinghall st, Manufac- 
turer’s Agent High Court Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 31 

Bickers, James Reece, and Epwarp Ratrs Bickers, 
Leeds, Drapers Leeds Pet Nov1 Oct Novl 

Baicxnect, Row and, Strood, Rochester, Butcher Roches- 
ter PetNov2 Ord Nov2 

Barpce, Henry Spencer, Brighton, Stationer Brighton 
Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 1 , 

Boy, Atraep Bares, Hastings. Livery Stable Proprietor 
Hastings Pet Novi _ Ord Novl 

Cotprivce, Wittiam Henry, Topsham, Devon, Groc:r 
Exeter Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 1 

Cooper, Erwasp, Old Hill, Staffs, Grocer Dudley Pet 
Nov2 Ord Nov2 

Covttas. Jonny, Scarborough, Bailder 
Oct18 Ord Oct 31 

Epwonps, C R A, Chancery In, folicitor 
April 25 Ord Aug 26 

Exy, James Faversham, Coal Merchant 
Nov2 Ord Nov 2 ; 

Friysx, Amerose, Aston, Warwick, Boot Dealer Bir- 
mingham Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Forts, Witttam Watrter, Thornaby on Tees, Carter 
Stockton on Tees Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

| Garyer, Jony, Burwardsley, nr Tattenball, Builder Crewe 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Gate, Mrixniz, Ossett, Yorks, Fancy Goods Dealer Dews- 
bury Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Gispy, Wittiam Hewsry, Cosheston, Pembroke, Contractor 
Pembroke Dock Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 31 

Goov.Lanp, Cuarves Joun, Hotwells, Bristol, Tailor’s Agent 
Bristol Pet Oct3i Ord O81 

Gaeen, Caartes Ervest, Leeds, Cycle Maker Leeds Pet 
Novl1 Ord Novl 

Hau, Rosert Krve, Vange, nr Pitsea, Essex Chelmsford 
Pet Oct31 Ord Oct 31 

Hawoets, Gzorce Ricwarp, Bacup, Lancs, Newsagent 
Rochdale Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Heatixy, Ricuarp Tomas, Stoke upon Tern, Salop, 
Farmer Crewe Pet Nov2 Urd Nov 2 

Horse, Cuarves, Porton, Wilts, Butcher Salisbury Pet 
Oct 31 Ord Uct 31 

Hupsos, Sy Morley, Yorks, Milliner Dewsbury Pet Oct 
3i Ord Oct 31 

Hvupsos, Ricuarp Warye, Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet 
Ot 21 Ord Oct 31 

Hvewrs. Davin Witiiam, Blaengarw, Glam, Collier 
Cardiff Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

Jacksows, Joux Epwarp, Todmorden, 
Surpley Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 28 


Scarborough Pet 
Higk Court Pet 
Canterbury Pet 


Yorks, Joiner 


| Lakin, Wittiam, Pickering, Yorks, Horse Dealer Scar- 


borough Pet Nov2 Ord Novz 

Mass, Eowarp, Bridge st, Westminster High Court Pet 
Feb 23 Ord Nov 2 

Martis, Saucer, sea. and Samver Mantis, jun, Willen- 
hall, Staffs, Iron Founders Walsall Pet Oct 28 Ord 
Oct 28 

Merton, Witriam, Longton, Grocer Stoke upon Trent 
Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Mityus, Joseru, Batley, Caterer Dewsbury Pet Oct 31 
Ord Oct 31 

Muzees, G E B, Kirbymoorside, York Northallerton Pe‘ 
Oct 13 Ord Novl 


Nicaoras, Epwarp Stayiey, Chesterfield, Architect 
Chesterfield Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 31 
Nicuoirs, Joux, Tenby, Pembroke, Tailor Pembroke 


Dock Pet Oct 81 Ord Oct 31 

Pasay, Tuowas, Talycafn, Denbigh, Builder Portmadoc 
Pet Nov2 O.d Nov2 

Parry, Wiisiam, Gutach Goch, Glam, Colliery R admin 
Pontypridd Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

ihunopes, Kicnaro, Aecrington, Boot Maker Blackburn 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Nov2 

Bicuagvsox, Farpesicx Grouce, Broughton, Salford, 
Costume Cutter Salford Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 1 

Rivoway, Atvaep, Irlam, Lancs, Farmer Salford Pet Oct 
7 Ord Oct at 

Roverts, Groroe Wartan, Ashbourne, Derby, Tailor 
Burton on Trent vet Nov2 Ord Nov? 

Ronissox, Wittiam, Bedford, Lace Manu‘actursr Bedford 
Pet Novi Ord Novl 

Scorrzs, Hyasent Wiit1am, Kingston upon Hall, Builder 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct 18 Ord Nov! 

Tuomas, Wittsau Jous, Stanton 8t John, Oxford, Fruiterer 

Oxtforl Pet Uct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Teovr, Gzonon, Kast Stonehouse, Devon, Mineral Water 


Manvfacturer Plymouth Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 2 
Twiovy, Anruce Wiitsam, Bevenoaks, 
Tanbridge Wells PetNov2 Ord Nov2 
Watven, Arvnev Joux, High #t, Camden Town, Draper 
High Court Pet Novi Ord Nov 1 


Cycle Agent 





w F nse, ChiaelAc Wilts, Builder 
AREER NWAAAM j m, its, Bai Swindon 
Padaw Ord On m “i 


Watxes, Tuonrs, Barrow in Furness, Timekeeper Barrow 
inYurnesw PA Novi Ord Novi ' 


Witey, Wituram Arruur, Belvedere, Kent, Fishmonger 
Rochester Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asuworts, Wi.i1am Epwarp, Rochdale, Printer Nov 
18 at 11.45 Towntall, Rochdale 
Bar.ey, Joun, Bradford Nov 14at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel 
~ st, Bradfi 
Baker, Witi1aM Joun, and Cuartes Crark, Yeovil, 
Builders Nov 14at12 Mermaid Hotel, Yeovil 
Baruam, OCnarves, Bishopsgate st Without, R-staurant 
Keeper Nov 14 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Beas, Gorpon Francis Tracy, Tenterden, Kent, Vhina 
Clay Merchant Nov 16 at 11 County Court Offices, 
High st, Lewes 
Bering, Freperick RicuarD, Basinghall st, Manufacturer's 
Agent Nov l5at 2.39 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Bickers, James Retox, and Epwarp Ra.peu Bickers, 
Leeds, Drapers Nov 14 at2.30 Chamber of Commerce 
Mevting Room, 145, Cheapside 
Buck, Henny Grorce, Ludgershall, Wilts, Fruiterer Nov 
15at 12.30 Of Ree, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 
Cotpripce, Wititiam Henry, Fn cee Devon, Grocer 
Nov 16 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, ford circus, Exeter 
Couttas, Joun, Scarborough, Builder Noy 14 at 4 74, 
Newborough, Scarborough 
Cummines, James, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, Fruit 
Salesman Nov 16 at 23) Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 
Dau, Jonny, Barrow in Furness, Ironmonger Nov 14 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 16, Corn wails st Barrow in Furn’ss 
Davze.., Josern Gascarts, Birkdale, Lancs, Bookstall 
Manager Nov 15 at 12 O#f Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 
Davies, SARAH JANE, Permachno, Carnarvon Nov 12 at 
11.15 Victoria Hotel, Lianrwst 
Davies, Wituiam Haypx, Penmachno, Carnarvon 
Licensed Victualler Nov 12 at 11 Victoria Hotel, 
Llanrwst 
Davy, Hennietra, Doncaster Nov 16 at1 Off Rec, Fig- 
tree ln, Sheffield 
Dasvry, Jonn, Tunbridge Wells, Clothier Nov 14 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 
G.LappEeN, Caartes Josers, and Henry Hagwayp, Col- 
chester, Brick Manufacturers Novl5at3 14, Bedford 
row 
Goater, Caartes Henry, Parkstone, Dorset, Architect 
one 15at1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endiess st, Salis- 
ury 
Greex, Cuarves Erest, Leeds, Cycle Maker Nov l5at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Lee 
Harpisty, Epcar Taomas, Kipon, Yorks, Ironmonger Nov 
14 at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 
Hareisoxn, Wititam, Hyde Park, Dvoncaster, Smith's 
Striker Nov 16at11.30 Off Rec, Vigtree ln, Sheffield 
Harton, Gzoace Horxiys, Ashford, Builaer Novl17 at9 
Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Horst, Cuanves, Porton, Wilts, Butcher Nov 15 at 12 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 
Hvucues, Daviy W11x14qM, Blaengarw, Glam, Collier Nov 
1d4at 12.30 117, St Mary st, Carciff 
Jackson, Tom Jones, Ulverston, Grocer Nov 14 at 11.15 
Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
Kencu, Jonyn, Lianrwst, Denbigh. Licensed Victualler 
Nov 12at 10.30 Victoria Hotel, Llanrwst 
Kerrevyt, Wituiam, Leicester, Grocer Nov 14 at 12 Off 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Lavucuron, Witt1am Henry Tay or, Nottiagham, Grocer 
Nov 15 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Lovett, Harry Suaer, Northampton, Baker Nov 12 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 
Macuix, Epwin Matviuue, Sheffield, Cycle Dealer Nov 
16at12 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Shettield 
Mankte tow, Josgrn, Ashford, Kent, Saddler Nov 17 at 
Off Rec, 63 Castle st, Canterbury 
Morxis, Roneat, Stacksteads, Lancs, Shoe Maker Noy 18 
at11.15 Town Hall, Rochdale 
Nicaoias, Epwanp Sranuey, Chesterfield, Architect Nov 
12 at 12.30 Angel Hotel, Chestertield 
Pane, Janz, Penmachno, Caraarvon, L'censed Victuall:r 
Nov 12at 1045 Victoria Hotel, Lianrwst 
Prerce, Av¥rep Wit.iAM, Herefors, Carpenter Nov 14 at 
10 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Ricaarvson, Feeperick Grorcz, Broughton, Salford, 
Costume Cutter Nov 16 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 
Roos, Josers Ett, and Lupwia Gorrratep Roos, Holborn 
viaduct Novl6at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Scort, Rosert, Altrincham, Cheshire, Optician Nov 16 at 
3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Scurt, Wit11aMm, Hensall, nr Snaith, RSO, Yorks, Commis- 
sion Agent Nov 14at12 Carlisle chmbrs, Goo'e 
Seanite, Wittiam Wuyir, Woodstone, Hunts, Potato 
Merchant Nov 18at11.40 Law Courts, Peterborough 
Siocomer, Henay, Forest Gate, Essex Nov 16at1z Bank- 
rup.cy bldgs, Carey st 
Wa.ven, Atynxep Joux, Camden Town, Draper Nov 14 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wuarey, Wit.tam Justin, Wakefield, Draper Nov 14 at 
11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Witiey, Wiitiam Agrave, Belvedere, Kent, Fishmonger 
Nov 21 at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 
Wison, Frances, Pontefract, Yorks, Farmer Nov 15 at 11 
Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Waketleld 
Woon, Hanny, Leeds Nov 14 at il Off Rec, 22, Park 


row, I 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arriesy, Heavert Catvert, Padsey, Yorks, Boot Dealer 

Bradford Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

ATKINSON, eee Sevan, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Nov 

2 ov 

Baicuy, Joun, Bradford, Tripe Dresser Bradford Pet Oct 

St Ord Oct 41 

Banon, James, Barnsley, Tobacconist Barnsley Pet Nov 

5 Ord Nov 2 

Buck, Janus, Norwich, Gardener Norwich Pet Nov (Zz 
Ord Nov 2 





Bicknus, James Reece and Eowanv Ratu Bickwas, 
Leeds, Drapers Leeds Pet Novi Ord Nov 1 
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BricKNELL, RowLAnD, Strood, Rochester, Butcher Roch- 
ester Pet Nov2 Ord Nov2 

Buxx, Acreep Bares, Hastings. + tad Stable Proprietor 
Hastings Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 

Cotpripce, Witutam Henry, Srothest Devon, Grocer 
txeter Pet Nov1l Ord Novl 

Cooper, Epwarp, Old Hull, staffs, Grocer Dudley Pet 
Nov2 Ord Sov2 

Exy, James, Faversham, Coal Merchan; Canterbury Pet 
Nov 2 Nov 2 

Erxaut, ALreep Grorcs, Liverpool, Surveyor Liverpool 

Oct 31 

Fiyyn, Amprose, Aston, Warwick, Boct Dealer Birming- 
ham Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov2 

Forts, Witit1am Water, Thornaby on Tees, Curter 
Stockton on ‘ees Pet Oct 29 Ord Oct 29 

Gate, Misniz, Orsett, Yoras, Faacy Goods Dealer Dews- 
bury Pet Nuv 2 Ord Noy 2 

GOODLAND, Cares Jonny, Hotwells, Ashton Gate, Bristol, 
Tailor’s Agert Bristol Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov 1 

Green, CHARL«s Ernest, Leeds, Cycle Maker Sond Pet 
Nov1 Ord Novl 

Hat, Rosert Kine, Vange, nr Pitsea, Essex Chelmsford 
Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Hawoxtu, George Ricnarp, Bacup, Lancs, Newsagent 
kK cadale Pet Nov2 Ord Nov z 

Hawrtrey, Jous Purvis, Edith rd, West Sateen, 
Journalist High Court Pet Dec4 Orda Oct 23 

Horse, Cuarves, Porton, Wilts, Butcher Salisbury Pet 
Oct 31 Ord Oct ol 

How+t., Witiiam, Biays Green, Little Missenden, Bucks, 
Huckster Aylesbury Pet U.t 28 Ord Novl 

Hupson, Jos, Morley, Yorks, Millixer Dewsbury Pet Oct 
81 Ord Oct 31 

Hucurs, Daviw Wittiam, Blaengarw, Glam, Collier 
Cardiff Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 

—" Ropert, Jarrow, Durham, Horse Dealer New- 
castle un Tyne Pet Oct 13 Ord Nov.1 

Lak, Wit.iaM, Pickering, Yorks, ag Dealer Scar- 
borough Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Me.ior, Witiiam, Longton, Staffs, Grocer Stoke upon 
Trent Pet Nov2 Urd Nov 2 

ane, oe oo Batley, Caterer Dewsbury Pet Oct 31 


NicHo.ts, 4 Tenby, Pembroke, Tailor Pembroke Dock 
Pet Oct 31 ‘Ord Oct 31 

Parry, Witiiam, Giltach Goch, Glam. Colliery Roadman 
Pontypridd Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Ricnarpson, Ferepexick Groxer, Broughton, Salford, 
Costume Cutter Saltord Pet Novi OUrd Nov 1 

Roserts, Geonae Water, Ashbourne, Derby, Tailor 
Burton on Trent Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Scorr, Rozert, Altiincham, Chester, Optician Manchester 
PetOvt 27 Ord Nov 1 

Scorrer, Hersert Wit1iAM, Kingston upon Hull, Builder 
Kingstou upon Hull Pet Oct is Ord Nov 2 

Buira, ae aod Tom Wi..ie Surru, Walworth, Mould- 
ing Manufacturers — Court Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct ¥7 

Sraona, P B, Park mans, Kuightsbridge High Court Pet 

Bept 1 Ord Oct 27 

Tuomas, WiLt1amM Jon, Stanton St John, Oxford, Fruiterer 
Oxford Pet Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 

Vanpy, Joseru, Warsop, Notts, “Oyele Dealer Nottingham 
Pet Oct5 Ord Nov 1 

Wave, Aurrep Joan, High st, Camden Town, Draper 
High Court Pet Nov1 Ord Novi 

Wacker, Taomas, Barrow in Furness, Timekeeper Barrow 
in Furness Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 2 

Wituey, Wiiuiam Anruur, Belvedere, Kent, Fishmonger 
Rochester Pet Nov1 Ord Nov1 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Nov. 8 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Barto, James Atrrep, Gedney, Lincoln, Farmer King's 
Lynn Pet Oct 31 Ord Nov 4 
Beatty, Pai Vanpe.eve, Market Harborough, 
_cicomen, Horse Dealer Leicester Pet Uct 10 Ord 
ov 4 
Bice, Wit1i1aM Joan, Ashford, Kent, Butcher Cunterbury 
et Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Bunyxy, Ropert Wi..iam, Fleetwood, Lancs, Restaurant 
Keeper Preston Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Bowers, Wititam, Port Talbot, Glam, General Draper 
Aberavon Pet Nové4 Ord Nov 4 
Baicut, SAMUEL, Cinderfoid, Glos, Miller Gloucester Pet 
ov5 Ord Nov 
Bureey, Tuomas, Horncastle, Lincs, Haberdasher Lincoln 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 
Cuapvwick, Jonx, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer Kingston 
upon Hull ret Nov3 Ord Nov 3 
Coorgr, Joun James, and WiILciam Revesem, Waleail, 
Grocers Walsall Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 
Coorr, Freveric, Hastiags, Licensed Victualler Hastings 
Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 3 
Carw, Josern WILLIAM, aide Saddler Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 
Dewatrst Tuomas, and Wincwiam Hexay Porrarp, Brad- 
turd, Wvoil u Merchants Beadfurd Pet Novi Oecd 


Novd 
Dickinson, Joun, Le #, Slater Leeds Pet Nov 4 Ord 

ova 
Dengue, coms Watford, Job Master 8t Albans Pet 


Nov 2 rd Nouv 2 % 
Du sok: Bann vot Ives, Cornwall, Tailor Truro Pet 
Nov 
Epwanrpa, Bord _ Newtown, Mortgomery, Draper 
Newtown Pet Oct 2 Ord Novo 
Epwanrps, Haney, jun, Burton on | ate Builder Burton 
on reat Pet Nuv3 Ora Nov 
—- Epwix Geeese, Southall, builder Windaor Pet 


Fut, Winuiam, + Builder Leeds Pet Oct 18 Ord 


Nov 3 
Govvanv, Anraun James, Shatin, Hants, Builder 


Winchester Pet Nov 6 Ord Nov 
Srosemn, Je sous, Shoettield, Builder ‘Shettiela Pet Oct 17 


GwituiaM, Frank, yee ed een, Grocer Leo- 
miuster Pet Nov5 Ord N 

Ho..ineton, ALrrEpD James, Woodford Green, Electrical 
Engineer High Court Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5d 

Jones, Henry, Tycrees, Lianedy, (arma:then, Coal Miner 
Carmarthen Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 5 

Lea, Wituiam, Hott, Deobigh, Farmer Wrexbam Tet 
Nové Ord Nov4 

MacVonatp, Dosaip, Gt Coombe Farm, Has‘yngleigh, 
Kent, Farmer Cante bury Pet Nov 4 O:d Nové 

Manrkuam, Georce, Gt Grimsby, Carter Gt Urimsdy Pet 
Oct 31 Ord Get 31 

Masox, Epwaxp Josepu, Aston, Warwick, Grocer Bir- 
mingham Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 5 

Mason, aa Wigan, Greengrocer Wigan Pet Nov 4 

ov4 

Marrerson, Tuomas ee pony Wakrfield, Grocer 
Wakefield Pet Nov4 Grd Nové 

Mircae.t, James, Sowerby Bridge, nr Halifax, Juiner 
Halifax Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Mvumrurp, Jomx, touthsea, Hans, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pa Oct 'y Ord Nov 2 

Pituisc, Wi.11am Henry, Ashton under Lyne, Painter 
Ashion under L,ne Pet Ooi 25 Ord Novi 

SaLe, awxTuus WILLIAM, spy gee Boot Repairer High 
Court Pet Nove Ord Nov5 

Suarp, Heyay, Gt Suton st, Guswel rd High Court 
Pet Oct 10 Ord Nov 3 

Simpson, WituiaM AxrtTnus, Burmantofts, Leeds Leeds 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 

Somers, Laweence, West Hampstead, Commission Agent 
High Court Pet Oc: 11 Ord Nov 3 

Sproonsr, Tuomas Epaunp, Longley rd, wey junc, Boot 
Maker Wandsworth Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 

Sroppart, Georas, Weymouth Dorchester Pet Oct 18 
Ord Nov 5 

Syprxaam, Wiiuiam Henry, and Antuur Sypesnam, 
Weston super Mare, Ironmongers Bridgwater Pet 
Nov5 Ora Novi 

Tuomas, Davin, Rhiwiadar, cea. Carmarthen, 
Builder Carmarthen Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 2 

Tuomas, SAMUEL, Skewen, nr Neath, Giam, Collier Neath 

et Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Wacso.pee, M, Cannon st rd, Middlesex, Woollen Merchant 
High Comt Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 3 

Wary, Atrrep Wiviiam, A:hford, Kent, Bootmaker 
Canterbu:y Pet Nov5 Ord Niv5 

Wituiams, Grirritu, Tanygnsiau, Blaenan Festiaiog, 
Labourer Portmadoc Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 4 

Wi..iams, Rosexr Joun, Bhiwbryfdir, Blaenau Festiniog, 
Mesioneth, Grocer Portwadoc Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 4 

Wisr, Aneanan, Leeds, Shpper Maker ixeds Pet Nov 3 

rd Nov 3 

Yarpy, Cuances, Leeds, Yorks Derby Pet Nov 3 Ord 

Nov 3 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 23: 


My es, Sternen Avrrep, Bromley, Builder Croydon Pet 
Bept$ Osd Oct 25 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Aprresy, Herseat CaLvert, Pudsey, aie. Beot Dealer 
Nov 16 at3 Off Rec, 2%, oe st, Bradford 
Arkiysoy, Jonn WiLi1AM, Leeds, G drocer Nov 16 at1l Of 


Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Bgck, JaMes, Norwich, Gard ner Nov 16 at 12.30 Off 
, King st, Norwich 


Brearey, "ARTHUR WILLIAM, Stockton on Tees Nov 16 at3 
or 8, Albert. rd, Middle sbrough 

Brickng.1, hae a Strood, Rochester, Butcher Nov 21 
at12 115, High st, Rochester 

Bripat, Henry Srexcer, Brighton, Stationer Nov 17 at 
1180 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 8, Brighton 

Bury. ALFrep Bares, Hastings, Livery stable Proprietor 
Nov 16 at 3 30 Globe Hotel, Queen’s rd, Hastings 

Borrect, Tuomas, Horncastle, Li “nes, ; rrr ov ii 
atlz Off Ree, 31, Silver st, Li 

Cavrcu, WiLuiaM, Leighton Buzzard, "Beds, Confectioner 
Nov 17 at 11 Off Ree, Bridge st, Northampton 

Cooxe, Cyri. Watrsr, Kurnham on Crouch, Essex Nov 
17 et 12 14, Bedford 10w 

Coorg, Freprnic, Hastings, Licensed Victualler Nov 16 at 
3 Ghobe Hotel, Queen’s rd, Hastings 

Crew, Joseru Witt 1AM, Treharris, chun, Saddler Nov 18 
at 12 135, High st. Merthyr Tydfil ‘ 

Davies, Ferperick Turoruitvs, Swansa, Ship Store 
aes Noy 18 at 12 Off Ree, 31, Duman, nl, 
Swanse 


Dickson, — Lecds, Slater Nov 17 at ll Off Ree, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 
Semnons, C R A, Chancery or Nov 18 at 12 
kruptey bidgs, Carey st 
Pesan nets pone wd Essex, Analyst Nov 18 at 12 


rd row, Lond 

Fuse | meres Leeds, B alder Nov 16 atl2 Off Ree, 22. 
Park row, Leeus 

Gauyren, Joy, sw wardsley, ur Tattenhall, Builder Nov 
iBatll Royal Hotel, Crewe 

GarTr, wy Ossett, Yorke, Fancy Goods D aler Nov 16 
atl Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbur y 

Gipson, Pi. > Waa Ryde, 1 of W, Biot 
Nov 17 at 1.80 Yelf's Hotel. Union st, Ryde, lot W 

Hearty & Co. J, Leicester, ss Nov 16 at 1230 Off 
Ree, 1, Berrioge st, Leice: te 

Hooperman, Israke, ieente st, Spitalfielde, Provision 
Merchant Noviléati2 Bankruptoy bidgs, Carey at 

Hupsox, Jon orley, Yor?s, — Nov 16 at 11.30 

ff Reo, Bank chmbrs, Corp 

Jonna, Trevor, Dinorwiec, nr ‘ae Lianddeiniolen, 
Carnarvon, Quarryman Nov 17 at 11 30 Crypt chmbra, 
Rastgate sow, Chester 

Kaurves, Jour, 1d, Licensed Victualler Novy 18 
atil Off Reo, 28, King Ed ward st, Maccleetic 

Laxix, Winans, Pickering, Yorks, a Dealer Nov 16 

at 4 74, Newborough, Scarborough 


Laeao, Anrnur i 5 ay mington, Sow 
Nov 4 at 3 Of Theo, aida Bank chante Hhigh wk 





Lryewoop, Henry A.pert, Church st, Stoke Newington, 
Cycle Dealers’ Manager Nov 16 at 12 Off Rec, 14, 
Bedford row 


Mappieseck, Jonx Henry, Gt See, Bost Dealer 
Nov 16 at1l Off Ree, 15, Osborne st. Gt Grimsby 

Mercer, CHARLEs, jun, "Atherstone, Warwick, Painter 
Nov 16 at 11 174, ation st, Birmingham 

Mityzs, Josepn, Batley, Caterer Nov 16 at 11 Off Ree, 
Bank chmbrs, tion st, Dews! 

or Tuomas, —. a Flint, Boot Maker Nov 17 
at12.15 Crypte 8, Eastgate row, Coester 

Mitcar.t, James, Sowerby Bridge, nr Halifax, Joiner 
Nov léat3 Off Rec, Town tng chmbrs, Halifax 

Mumrorp, Jouy, Grocer Nov 17 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge rons, High. Portsmouth 

Nicso.ts, Jouy, Tenby, anboie, Tailor Nov 19 at 12.30 
Off , Queen si, hen 

OveEnvEN, ALFRED, Ivychurch, Kent, Varmer ae 6 at 3 
County Court Offices, 24, 

Parkes, Acyes, Smethwick, " Staffs, Pawnproker Nov 16 at 
12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Parry, Wit1aM, Gilfach Goch, Giam, Colliery Roadman 
Nov l7at12 135, Ly Le Merthyr Tydfil 

Penns, Joseru, Carters Green, West Bromwich, Staffs, 
Bu Nov 17 at 12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Ripeway, Atrrep, Iilam, Lancs, Farmer "Nov 16 at 2 
O1tf Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Rosins, CoasLes Cwmavon, nr Port Talbot, Glam, Farm 
Labourer Nov 16 at 2.3) Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 
Swansea 

Rosrysoy, Wiitiam, Bedford, Lace Manufacturer Nov 18 
at 12.15 Baukruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Smipson, WitiiamM Artuur, Burmantofts, Leeds Nov 17 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Sie, Joseru, Whitehaven, Camberland, . aed Nov 
18 at 11.15 County Court house. Whiteha 

Tuomas, Witt1AM Jony, Stanton St John, Oxford, Fruiterer 
Nov 17 at 12 1, St Aldstes, O 

Trout, @Eorce, Kast nae Shes Devon, Confectioner 
Nov 16at1l Off Fec, 6, Athenzeum terr, Piymouth 

Weient, Martin, Reading, Eoginesr Nov 18 at 8 14, 
Bedford row 

Wituiams, Heyry, Porth, Glam, Coal Miner Noy 16 at 3 
135, High st, Merthyr Tsdtil 

WILuiaMs, Mosrs, Rhyl, Fiint, Coachbu‘lder Nov 17 at 
11.45 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Wise, Apganam, Lecds, Slipper Maker Nov 16 at 11.30 
Ulf Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONB. 


Beate, Gorpos Fraycis Tracy, Tenterden. Kent, Chins 
Ciay Merchant Lewes Pet Oct1 Urd Nov 3 

Bice, Wiiiiam Joux, Arhford, Kent, Butcher Setiiastinien 
Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 4 

Boyxsy, Russrt Wiittam. Fleetwood, Lanes, Restaurant 
Keeper Preston Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 

Breargey, Anruvs Wiiitam, Stockton on Tees Stockton 
on Tees Pet Octz7 Ord Nov3 

Bricat, Samvurt, Cinderford, Glos, Miller Gloucester 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 


NOW READY. 


LEGAL DIARY, 


ALMANAC, 


AND 


COMPLETE LEGAL DIRECTORY 


FOR 


1905. 


Recognized everywhere as the 
Best and Most Comprehensive 


Diary for Solicitors 
and Barristers. 











Prices; 3s. 6d., 5s., Gs., and 8s. 6d., 
according to Diary Space. 


Waterlow Bros. & Layton, 


LIMITED, 








Guy Sonxru, ‘Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pot NovS Ord 
ov 


24 & 25, BIRCHIN LANE, E.C. 
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Bureex., Taomas, Horncastle, Lincs, Haberdasher Lincoln 


Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 
Cuapwick, “ Kingston u Hull, Grocer and Beer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 
Coorzr, Jonn James, and Witutam Haywoop, Walsall, 
Grocers Wals Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 
Crew, Josern Wiiu1aM, Treharris, Glam, Saddler Merthyr 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 
Dantes, ALBERT JAMES, ae Builder Ports- 
mouth Pet Aug 20 Ord Nov3 
De Viexr, Haroiv Ciaupg, Sidmouth, meray Licensed 
Victualler Exeter Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 8 





Dewarrst, fHomas, and Witi1am Henry aS Brad- | 


ord, Woollen Merchants Bradford Pet Nov 5 Ord 
Nov5 
a Joux, Leeds, Slater Leeds PetNov4 Ord 


ova 
Drewney, Jonx, Watford, Herts, Job Master St Albans 
Pet Nov2 Urd Nov 2 


Duxstax, Puitir, St Ives, Cornwall, Tailor Truro Pet | 


Nov3 Ord Nov3 


Epwanpe, Harry, jun, Burton on Trent, Builder Burton 


on Trent Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 3 


Goppakrp, ArTsaur James, Silchester, Hants, Builder Win- 


chester Pet Nov Ord Nov5 
—Sa Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet Nov 5 Ord 
G@witiiam, Franx, Leominster, Hereford, Grocer Leo- 
minster Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov 5 
Houireros, 


Ord Nov 5 
Joxes, Henry, Tycroes, Lianed 
Carmarthen Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 
Lea, Wii11am, Common Wood, Holt, Denbigh, Farmer 
Wrexham Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 


Lock, Arnruur Epwarp, and Tuomas Ropert Grant, Bir- | 
mingham, 


Tailors Birmingham Pet Sept 28 Ord 
Nov 4 


Marxuam, Geonce, Gt Grimsby, Car‘er Gt Grimsby Pet 
Oct 31 Ord Oct 31 


Magtis, Samve., sen, and Samcet Marti, jun, Willen- | 
hall, 


Staffs, Iron Founders Walsall Pet Oct 28 Ord 
Nov 3 


Masons, Extes, Wigan, Greengrocer Wigan Pet Nov 4 | 


Ord Nov 4 
Matrersos, Tomas 
Wi Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 4 
Morcue.t, James. Sowerby Bricge, nr Halifax, Joiner 
Halifax Pet Nov3 Ord Novs 
Pratt, ene, Pembroke rd, Kensington High Court 
Pet Augil Ord Nov2 


Norrtixenam, Wakefield, Grocer | 


Saiz, Autuur WILLIAM, < i 1d, Boot Repairer High | 
Court 


Pet Nov5 Ord Nov5 

Siupsos, Wiut1amM ArTuve, Burmantofts, Leeds Leeds 
Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 

Srooxze, Tsaomas Epuvsp, Tooting junc, Boot Maker 

andsworth Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Tuomas, Daviv, Liangathen, Carmarthen, Carpenter Car- 
marthen Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 2 

Tuomas, Samuve., Skewen, nr Neath, Glam, Collier Neath 
and Aberavon Pet Nov3 Ord Nov3 

Trout, Grorcz, East Stonchouse, Devon, Mineral Water 

Plymouth Pet Oct 2% Ord Nov 5 

Vyrse, Howasp, Wood st, 
Aug 30 Ord Nov 4 

Wanrer, Atreep Witiiam, Ashford, ae Bootmaker 

Peat Novi Ord Nov 

Wuarer, W114 Tvstix, Wakefield, Deaper Wakefield 
Pet Oct 2 Ord Nov 4 

Wru4ums, Gairrira, Tanygrisiau, Blaenau Festiniog, 
Merioneth, Labourer Portmadoc Pet Nov 
Nov 


Wiruass, Rovert Joux, Rhiwbryfdir, Blaenau Festiniog, 

Merioneth, Grocer Portmadoc Pet Nov4 Ord Nov4 

bear 7 nae Slipper Maker Leeds Pe 
ov3 


| Examinations, in class or 
| ticulars apply Tomas 


Cheapside High Court Pet | 


4 Ord | 


Nov 3 | 


Yarpy, Caazizs, Leeds, Yorks Derby Pet Nov 3 Ord | 
Nova 





Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL und 
WrEKLY REPORTER, Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 28s. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s 


Atreep Jamas, Barclay Oval, Woodford | 
ical Engineer High Court Pet Nov 5 | 


y, Carmarthen, Coal Miner | 








as 








MERRYWE! . 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “ VALIANT ad 
PUMP AT WORK. 


STEAM 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 





Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 8290. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 


The ‘* VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS — To— 

W. flarcourt, Esq. 
Ear! Scarborough. 
Baron F. de - eee 
Hon. 


Earl Fitzhardinge. 
Lord Gifford. 
Lord Pirbright. 
Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). 
Sidney , Esq., J.P. 
Wilberforce Bryant, aq. 

. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 








V 2. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
i 0 PREPARE for the SOLICITORS” FINAL and 
INTERMEDIA TE EXAMINATIONS; Lag gw by result. 
—Particulars on application, personally or letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, W. 


XOLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS. —Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, ee oe | Final 
co. ndence.—For - 
R. " soeen, Oe, Chan seuy-ione, 





London. 


AW.—Solicitor (23; admitted), experienced 
in Conveyancing and Probate work, Desires Clerkship, 

with view to experience in other t 
J. Scorr, Hiil Crest, Lower Walton, Woarsmgten. 


)XPERIENCED CONVEYANCING 
CLERK, at present in busy City Oftice, Desires 
Engagement, with or without supervision; salary £170; 
with Articles, £1u0.—X M., care of Streets, 20, Cornhill, K. C. 


( \ ENTLEMAN engaged in insurance work 

is open to undertake the Secretarial Duties of a small 
Industrial or Mining Company; office and all necessary 
clerical assistance included at small inclusive j 
class references given and required,—Address, 8 , care 
of Street's, 30, Cornhill, E.C. 


UTDOOR LIFE and Excellent Invest- 
ment.—Tea Estate in a am for Sale. — Splendid 
opportunity for young first-class property ; 

















gen 
. | sound bona tide investment, healthy and interesting life ; 


high elevation, good soil, district; paying well, 
and with excellent prospects; no previous knowledge - 
eary ; price £12,200, cheap; 
references given ; principals and solicitors only; proprietor, 
now in England, can be interviewed. eran 59, Grif 

rvad, Wimbledon. 








LAY.— —GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
‘ =. 25 S per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges 


8. d. 
Abstracts Copied 0 8 per sheet 
Briefs and Drafts 2 3 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand . 0 2 per folio 
Deeds Abstracted 2 O per sheet. 
Full 0 2 per folio. 


Copies 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 1d. “per ‘sheet ; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.U. 
de at 4 per cent. Wanted on 
$20, 000 Mortgage of exceptionally good 


trust poste. hen in North of England town; over $ mar 
P. 551, “ Solicitors’ Journal ’’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, C. 


Draft, $d. ditto; 








AND SPECULATORS (Margate).—Offers 

required for 13 Freehold Plots Builuing Land on the 

Estate, near Margate; cost £179 lus. three years 

ago, will accept £150 or offer. (Plots 102-109, and 628-632.) 

—Reply by letter to J. R., 83, Huddlestone-road, Forest 
Gate, London. 





M2. STOCKBRIDGE, Blackburn House, 
South Lambeth-road, London, undertakes Con- 
fidential Inquiries, including ‘Divorce (Mix-Managing Clerk 
of 30 years’ experience without supervision); Expert 
Settling Costs; unexceptionable references. 


TFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 

Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Cantor, 

from 9 4.m. until sunset. Admission ls., Mondays 6d. 

Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be “lected 

Fellows of the society. Entrance fee £5. Annual sub- 

scription £3, or composition fee £35.— For particulars apply 
to e SECKETARY, 3 Sener egeaee, | Ww. 
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PROBATE VALUATIONS } 
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The Members of the LEGAL pi lai 


to kindly Recom- 
Executors and cthers 


en Sore 
cur firm to 
Saewam’ Uileaens. 


SPINK & 30N4 


OS NR ae ee Sr 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, LR se 
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